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ABSTRACT ^ a. ■ 

^ased pn jfthe ^current definition for fe^ra population 
(all persons living in rural territory, or places vhich in the 
reporting year had, or noraally vould have had, s^les of agricultural 
products of SI, 000 or aore) , an average .of 6,0^1,000 persons, or 2.7X 
of the total population lived on faras In the Qnited States in 1980, 
a drop of 190,000 belov the 1979 estiaate. Whites constituted 94.a%, 
Blacks V%, and persons of Spanish origin 1*9X of all fara residents* 
The fara population, vith a aedian age of 35*5 years, had a lovej 
proportion of young adults (20-34 years) and a higher proportion of 
persons 35-]64 years old and elderly persons than the nonfara 
population/ The fertility of fara voa^n continued to be. ^higher than 
theit of nonfara voaen. About 45% of the fara populatiq^i ^Xlved in the 
north Central Region. Of all 'fara residents 14 years old and over, 
64% vere in the labor force or vere'seeking vqrk. Only 47% of the 
averagje 3,500,000 person? employed in agriculture lived on faras« 
About three-fifths of the 1,700,000 fara residents eaployed in 
agr^iculture vere 'self-eaployed* Median incoae of £ara xaailies vas 
116,357 in 1979, substantially lover than the 519,754 fol^noniara 
faailies. (HBC) • . * 
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FIGURE 1. 

Percent of Population Living on Farms, byflace: 
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Farm Population of the United States: 1980 

(Th«e estimates aw tSaied on the monih<y Current Population Survey and do not reflect ^e resuiji of the iSSOxenfui I 



INTRODUCTION 

1^ The number of persons iiviflg on farms in rural areas of 

the United Stites ^eraged 6,051.000 for the 12 month 
f period centered on Apr«i 1980 About 1 person out of every 
36, or 2 7 percent of the Nation s total population, had a 

^ farm residence Uable Al, Theie estimates vyere prepared 

cooperatively by the U S Bureau of the Census and the 
Economic Research* Servjce of the U S Department of 
Agrtdilture 

' * The farm popuJat40n estimates for 1980 are based on the 
farm deftnition that was intro<juced into this data sertes *n 
1978 Under this nevu jJefinition, the farm population 
cortststs of all persons living in rural territory on places which 
^ thad, or* normally would ,have had, sales of agricultural 
products^f SIpOOO or more during the reporting year 

Under the current definition ^ weii as under previous 
^definitions, the farm share of the total* US population 
conlmued it§ long term downwaid trend In 1920, when the 
farm populatton was first identified separately. 30 1 percent 
of the Nation's total population resided on farms By 1950, 



this proportion had fallen to 15 3 percent, and by 1980, it 
had diopped to 2 7 percent (3 3 percent under the previous 
definition) * ■ ' ^ 

The 1980 estinnate.of farm population is 190,000 below 
tfie 1979 esftmate but this apparent decrease is, not statisti 
caily significant The chances are about J out of fi that a 
.decline of this magnitude would have been obtained from the 
sample without any actual change having.ocf:urred m the 
farm population between 1979 and 1980 Although the 
Single yeai change between 1979 and 1980 is not significant, 
the indicated loss of 460,000 farm lesidents duiing the 
2 /ear period from 1978 to 1980 does^reptesent a statisti 
cal I y sign if (leant decline ' 



' E&timatef o' the f*rm popuUtioft from 1920 to the Present e 
not iirictly comP9f«bfe due to deftnirtonal change Pfior to i960, 
farm rejidentj «hem$eivej deteffDtned whether (hey lived on a farm 
Frofln i960 to the flntd I970'l, the farm pOpijUtiOn wai restricted to 
perionj livmg m rural ^territory and vv3i >dT^li^jed on ihe bam of 
acreage and dollar latei of farm producti The cui'fent farjji def iniiion, 
annouaced in 1975 aad mirodyced into ihii data series in ihe 1978 
report, elinniaated ihe acfeage requirerr^nt and set the sales cut off at 
SI .000 



Table A. Total and Farm Population of the United States. April 1970 to 1980 

(S^i^nbers In thousands) 



Year 



Total 
resident 
population 



Fana population 



Nurtber of 



persons 



^ /percent of 
total population 



C!;rre>t farm definition 



1980. 
1979. 
1978. 



PiimOUS FARM DEFISITIOS 



1980. 
1979. 
1978. 
1977. 
1976. 



1975,, 

197^., 

1973., 

1972., 

1971. 

1970., 



221;672 
219,611 
217,771 



221,672 
219,611 
217,771 
215,966 
216,282 

212, S42 
• 211,018 
209, -i68 
207,802 
205,677 
*203,235 



6,051 
6,2a 
6,501 



7,241 
7,553 
a, 005 

7,eo6 

8,253 

va;S64 
9,264 
9,472 
9,610 
9,425 
9.712 



2.7 
2.8 
3.0 



3,3 
3p4 
3.7 
3.6 
3.9 

4.2 
■4.4 

4.5 
4.6. 

4.8 
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'five -quart or nvcroKOA centored.on April. See Definitions and toplanatloUs in 'appendix A. 
'orricial census count. 
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There was d slackenfng jn the rate of decline tn the 1970'$ 
as'compared with the previous decade Ustng the previous 
- farm deftnttfoo, upof> wh<ch earher data are based, the rate 
of loss in the farm population averaged 2 9 percent per year 
between 1970 and 1980 This js st()nfffcantly lower than the 
average rate of cfechne of 4 8 percent that occurred during 
the 1960-70 decade ' • * 

DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIAL 
CHARACTER ISTICS OF THE 
FARM POPULATION 

Rac« and SpancJh Origin In 1980, the farrri population hada 
hf9^er proportion q) Whites than the nonfarr^i population 
-and lower proportions of Slacks and persons of Spantsh 
origin (table 8) Whites constituted S4 percent of all farm 
res7c^ents and 8^ percent of nonfarm residents, while Blacks 
accoDoted for 4 percent and 1 2 percent, respectively^ Persons 
of Spanish ongin who rmay be of any race, represented 2 
percent of the farm population and 6 percent of the nonfarm 
population 

Black farm residents have experifenced higher rates of 
decline than Whites since the earfy 1900's Nearly one half of 
The tptal Black Population hved on fa/ms in 1920 compared 
wfth iust over one fourth of the White popjlatJon ^ By 1980. 
the proportions had fallen dramatically to 1 percent of 
Bfacks and 3*percent of whites (fic^^ure 1) Based on the 
previous farm definitfon, the decline m the Bldck farm 
population ^ between 1970 and 1980 was 65 percent as 
compared with a 22 percent decline among White ftrm 
Ksidents ^ 

Age and sex The farm populatiorThad an older age structure 
than the nonfarm populat(on The median age of farm 
residents in 1980 v/3s 35 5 years, while the nonfarm median 
was 30 0 year s (table 2) The farm population had about the 

^ttll^^JlS?^, ^^^^ pcouJdt.on was 94 820.97 5 and 

?n2c?72? ^It:r* ^^^^^ PopyJdtion wds 

10 463 131 artd 5 099 963 f.ved on fdrm* See Uo.ted States 
Surnma'y VoFunr^ II r fifteenth Census of the Umre(f Ststes 7930 
Uoder {he previOos farm <ief«naiOn the nonnber of Blacks <rv^ftQ 
bn farmi was 849 000 m 1970 and 299,000 m 1&0 Theoymber of 
Wh,te farm residents was 8 775.000 m 1970 aod 6^8 000 .n 1980 



same proportion of children and teenagers'as the nonfarm 
population, a lower proportion of young adults (20 to 34 
years), and higher proportions of persons 35 to 64 years^ 
and elderly persons ^ ^-4^ 

Farm mer^ outnumbered farm women by 267,00^(p 
1980 There were 109 males on f, tis for every 100 females, 
•whereas "there were only 93 males per lOOIeCnales in the 
nonfarm population The lower representation of .females m 
the farm population, compared w<th the nonfarm popjl<i 
tion, IS most pronounced among youn^ ddults in their 
twenties and persons over age 60 when women are more 
likely to be single or widowed The relatively high sex ratios 
for farm residents ar these ages probably reflect a tendency 
toward outmjgrdtion of young farm women as they reach 
maturity ancj of older farm women upon widowhood 
Therefor^ women on farms had a higher proportion m<jrrked 
with husband present than nonfarm women (table 3) 

Family type and size A greater proportion of farm famflies 
than of nonfarm families had both husband and wife present 
m 1980 92 percent versus 82 percent (table 4^ Althougfi 
the average size of both farm and no'nfarfi families was about 
3 3 persons, 10 percent of farm families had six or more 
members, compared with 7 percent of nonfarm families The 
higher proportion of large families within the farm popula 
tion wdS partially due to the presenc^of a greater number of 
children Among fa^iiiies w^th own children under 18 
present, 12 Percent of farm families hg^d four or more 
chifdren. compared with only 8 Percent of nonfarm families 
This difference is nor reflected in the average family sue 
estimates because of the offsetting effect ^ the smauer 
proportion of farm families with own children under 18 
Present 45 percent of farm families had own children ur^der 
18, compared with 52 percent of nonfarm families 

\ 

Fertility The fertility of farm women continued to be higher 
than that of nonfarm women (table C} According to June 
1979 data, the average number of children borrt to f&rm 
women 18 to 44 years of age (1,911 per 1,000 women) wa^ 
significantly higl^ar than the average born to nonfarm women 
of comparable age ( 1 ,529 per 1 ,000 women) 



Table B. Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Race antd Spanish Origm 1980 



Race 


Total 


Fam 


Nonfarm 


Percent distribution . 


Total 


Fam 


Nonfarm 


3^ ' 


*217,520 


6,031 


211p469 


100.0 


100 :o 




100.0 








181,919 


86.3 


9^4 




86.0 




25,302 


242 


25 p 239 


11.7 


4 0 




11 9 




12,8A2 


115 


12,727 


3 9 


1.9 




6.0 



*The total U.S. population fljjuro hero differs from that shown In table A because the latter reform? 
to th« total resident population, whereas this and othi^r tables refer only to the civilian nonln- 
stltutlonal population. * 
Y or«on^ of Spanish orlj^lnr nay bo of any race* 
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fable a Fertility Charactenstics of Farm and ^k>nlaOTy^omen: June 1979 



Characteristic 



CHILDRES EVER BO^N PER 1,000 WOMEN 



Total, 18 to 44 yuars. 

19 to 24 years. . . . . . 

25 to 29 years 

* 30 to 34 years 

35 to 39, years 

40 to 44 years 



WOM£N 18 TO 34 YEARS oLD* 

BlrthiJ date per 1,000 wocien c. 

Futairo births expected per 1,000 vocien .l 
Llfetlfjio births uxpccted per 1,000 wor\en. 



Total 



1,538 
452 
1,214 
1,89Q 
2,569 
2,996 



1,144 

928 
2,072 



*Pata United to woeijen reporting on birth expectations. 
Source June 1979 Current Population Survey. 



1,911 
340 
1,562 
2,411 
2,94i 
3,490 



1,301 
1,048 
2,349 



Xonfam 



1,529 
455 
1,208 
1,878 
2,558 
2,978 



1, WO , 

926 
2,066 



For women 18 to 34 years of a^^' reporting on birth 
expectations in JJne 1979, expected li^Ume birtt\s were also 
higher for farm womeft* than {or nonf^rm womeri The 
average number of lifetime births ex^pected by farm women 
in this age group was 2,349 per 1,000 women, compared 
with an estimated 2,066 births per 1.000 nonfarm women 



OiJtribution, Neariy half of the farm popj^tion (2,730,000 
or 45 percent^ lived in the North Cenral Region of the 
United States m 1980 Itabie D) The South, which until 
1965 had the largest farm population, ranked second with 
2.162*000* The West and Northeast Regions contained |ust 
716.00Qand 443.000 farm<^idents. respectively 

The majority of all farm residents lived in nonmetropol 
*tan coujjjties, only 17 percent of the farm total lived withm 
the boundaries of standard metrop6laan itaUstical areas 
ISMSAsi m 1980 (table 5} In. contrast. 69 percent of the^ 
nonfarm population lived m SMSA s As might ^e expected, 
metropolitan farm residents ^re^nmaiii/ concent! ated in 
the smaller SMSA s three fourths\es«ded in the rural parts 
of SMSA's of less than 1 million population 



Table D. Regional Dfstnbution of the Farm 
PopulatioVi: 1980 





Number 


Percent 




6,0S1 
443 


100.0 




7.3 




2,730 
2.162 


45 1 
35.7 




716, 


11. a 






- 



Source iiusod data frotn the Juno Enamor- 
«tlva Survey, U S. Dopartmcnt of Agrlcolturo. 
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*Btnki V/fr« J 9t\6 Cilvin L Beile. FMrm Popufstton Btttm^rfS 
1910-70, US DfPJir^/t>ini of Agriculture, Stat«itica! Bull«t<n No 
523, July 1973 * - , 



ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE 
FARM POPULATION 

Labor force particlwtion For the five quarters centered on 
April 1980, an average^f 3 1 million farm residents 14 years 
old and over were in the labor force, either employed or 
seeking work (table E) The labor force participation rate for 
farm residents (64 percent) was highei than the rate for 
nonfarrn residents 162 percent) While faim men had a highei 
rate of latwr force participation than nonfaim men. farm 
women were less likely to be in the labor foice than theii 
nonfarm counterparts 

Persons living on farms m the combined Northern and 
Western States were more likely to be m the labor foice than 
were Southern farm residents tThis regional pattern also 
exists in the nonfarm population J Among persons 14 /eais 
old and over living on farms in t^e North and West. 66 
percent were e*thei wofkjng or looking for woik m 1980 In 
comparison, persons on farms »n the South had a laboi foice 
participation rate of 61 percent (table 

Unemployment. The rate of unemployment (the proportion 
of the civilian fabor force curcentty withoutCif job and 
looking for wo<k) was lelativel^ low m the fal^ryjopulation 
In 1980. 2 6 percent of the labor force living on farms was 
unemployed, the conr^parabte rate in the nonfarm population , 
wa$ 7 2i percent (table E) The frequency of agricultural 
workers holding two or more pbs is thought to contribute to 
their lower unemployment rates When farm operators with 
dual employment lose their nonfarm |Obs. they are not 
considered unemployed because of their continued empl^oy 
ment in fafm work 

Although there js some evidence of raciat disparity mthe 
farm unemployment rates, the rates for both Whites and 
Blades were lower than the corresponding rates for the 
* nonfarm population in 19^0, the rates of unemployWnt foi 
Wh^c and Black farm residents were 2 3 percent and 7 5 
percent, Respectively (table 7) The comparable nonfarm 
rates (not shown in the tables) were 6 3 percent foi Whites 
and 14 3 for Blacks 



Table E. Employment Status of the Farm and 
Nonfarm Population 14 Years Old aM 
Sex: 1980 



Ovbr.bySe 

in thousahi 



jivora^fcs centered on April) 



ids. Figures are five-quarter 



Sex and employment status 



Both sexes>.* 

In labor force , . 

Percent of total. . . 

Employed 

tncnployod 

Percent of labor force 
Not in labor fort t 

Male 

In labor* force . 

Percent of total 

flnplovod 

Inemploj c^d ... .V. , . 

Percent of labor force 
Vot in labor forco . ^ 

S-cnale. , 

In labor force 

Percent of total 

}^hplO>ed , 

Lnenployw!. . . , , 

Percent of labpr forco, 
Vot in labor force , 



FSann 



Nc^jj fam 



4,905 
3,139 
64. Of 

3,057 
62 
2.6 
1,766 

2,561 
2f066 
80.7 
2,028 
38 
1.8 
496 

2,344 
1,073 
45.8 
1,029 
44 
4.1 
1,271 



166,386 
102,925 
61 9 
95,540 
7,385 
7.2 
63,461 

78,793 
58,921 

X74 8 
54,813 

4,108 
7.0 
19,872 

87,593 
44,004 
50.2 
40,727 
3,277 
7.4 
43,589 



Agricultural and nonagncultural enrployment Even though 
farm resfdents were more^jkely to be employed m agrfCul- 
ture^ than m nonagncultural industries, there was some 
evidence thqt they did not constitute the larger share of total 
agncuHural employment )n 1980, only 47 percont of the 
average 3 5 million persons employed m agriculture lived on 
farms (table F|. The remaining 53 percent lived m nonfarm 
areas Fifty years ago, persons living on farms constituted 87 
pe;:cent of all agricultural workers This proportion dropped 
t^7& percent in 1960 and 63 percent in 1970* 

The decline in the proportion of. agricultural workers who 
were faj^m residents ts largely due to the general-trend among 
* term wage workers to commute Jrom nonfarm residences to 
farm jobs In 1980, about 8 out of 10 wage and salary 
agricultural' workers did nofreside on farms Another factor 
IS that agricultural employment as a category includes more 
than farme^ and farm laborers These two occupations 
dominate the^ irfdustry, but persons working on farms in 
occupations such as truck dfiver, bookkeeper, and mechanic 
are also included Ajditionally, oersons emoloyed ir^activt 
ties such as vetermary services, kennels, and landscaping are 
classified as agricultural workers Mar>y of these peripheral 
agr tcuirural activjtiesare o^f ten performed m nonfarm settings 



* According to census reports, the nun^t^rof workers erDployed lo 
^^ylculture m 1930 was 10,482,323, of whtch 9J4V362 were farm 
residents 'See United States Symmary, " Volufpe \\f Fifteenth 
Census J>f the Unt ted States 1930 Based on CPS est f mates! 4, 02 5, 000 
of the $.3^5,000 agNCultural workers m 1960 lived on fanns, in 1970 
2,333,000 of the toul 3.696.000 agricultural workers lived on f*m>s 
See Series P 27. No 42, Farn) Popuiation of the Untted States 7970 



Table F Farm and Nonfarm Residents 14 Years Old 
W6rker and Sex: 1980 



and Over Employed in Agncliiture, by Class of 



(Nuabcrfl In thousands. Figures arc Vivo-quartor averages centered on April) 



ClasH of worker 



Tot[\l afcrlcultural .workers 

Self-onploved workers.*. 

Waffo and salary worJ^ers^ , . . 

Cnpaid faml ly workers 

Farm resident aKricult^lral workers 

JT-uTi ployed workers 

ind salary workers 

Unpaid f^ily work<^r*j 

Nonfam ro<»ident aKricultural 
workei''* *. 

Sel f-twployed workers; 

Wape and nnhiry workers. x^. , 

l;npald fawilv workers , 









•Percent disl:ri nation 
_ - ^ \ 


Both 
sexes 


^lale 


Fejftale 


Both 
sc*es 


^^ale 


Ferrtale 


3.464 


2,785 


679 


100. 0 


^100. 0 


100.0 


1,622 
1,491 
351 


\ 1,^46 
\l,202 
IC7 


176 
289 
214 


46.8 
43.0 
10.1 


51.9 
, 43.2 


25.9 
42.6 
31.5 


1,642 
> 


' 1,307 


334 


100.0 


100. D 


100.0 


1,034 

326 
282 


' 930 
274 
104 
f 


105 
52 
178 


* 63.0 
19,9 
17.2 


71.2 
21.0 
8.0 


31.4 
15.6 
53.3 


1,822 


1,478 


344 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


587 
1,166 

69 


516 
928 
34 


71 

238 
36 


32.2 
64.0 
3.8 


34.9 
62.8 
2.3 


20.6 
69.2 
10.5 



ERIC 



;o 



.1 



AUhoGg*^ iarm residents ovcidli were mo»e likely fo be 
emjjIoyeU m aguculture than m nonagi icuUuial inUustues, 
there were differences by sex (table 6) Farm mer^ vy^re most 
often eynployetl m acjnculture (63 pert^ent), whereas farm 
women most often had a nonagrioultuial job (65 percent I 
The large proj>oitton of farm women engaged m nonagncui 
turai work reflects, at ieast in part, the importance of 
supplemental ncuifarm income to farm families Ddta on 
income of farm operator families* reveal that, in 1979, 56 
percent of their total mcbme came from nonfarm sources * 

Abcnat one half of a!! farm residents employed in nonagri 
cultural mdysines were m services and maoufacturmg Uable 
81 There was a significant difference by sex. however 
Manufactormg was the leading industry for farm men (31 
percent), whereas one half of farm women were m servttes 

Class of worker Of the 1 7 million fai:m residents employed 
in agriculture m about three fiffhs were self employed 



*US D^^partmefn AcjMcuiture Economic indfcators of the 
f^rm Sector Sfai^tl ca^ SulTern No 660. Ecooom(« and St3t'$lic$ 
3e^*ce Ofc 1980 



(tabte 9 and fi9Uie 2) Pt^isons living on U\ m^dnd woskmy iw 
nonagncultuiai mdustues^ howevei, weic maiHly waye and 
salary workers 

The dominance of seit employmeiit a^ thfe md|ut clav^ uf 
work among faim residents employed m agncultuie pei 
' * tamed only to men, dS about one half oi tht women weic 
unpaid family wofkers Although these women ait, not 
Classified m the 'pa^cl laboi foice. tht*y aie an imputtant 
source of farm labor 

Income The median jncomc of farm families was SI 6.367 m 
1979, substantially lower than the SI 9.754 for nonfarm 
families (table It) As illustrated m tigura 3 farm families 
had a relatively large concent raiipivlrr the lower mconoe 
intervals 

During the 1970's. farm families experienced a 29 percent 
gam in real median mcome, while nonfarm families had only ■ 
a 6-percent increase (table 12) As a result of these income 
changes, the gap in median mcon^e between farm and 
nonfarm families narrowed considerably The ratio of farm 
. to nonfarn;! median family income increased from 68 percent 
in 1970 to 83 percent m 1979 





FIGURE 2 

Employed'^Farm Residents by Class of Worker" 1980 



Unpaid family 
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salary 
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Self ennployed 
workers 
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iim 
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Employed m Agriculture 
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FIGURE *3.^ ^- . 

Income Di$tributior» of Farm and Nonfarm Families: 1979 



Income 

$50,000 and over 

$45,000 to $40,999 

J 

$40,000 to $44.^ 
$35,000 to $39,999 
$30,000 to $34,999 

^ $2§.000 to $29,999 
S20.000 to $24.^ 
$15,000 to $19,999 
$10,000 to $14,999 

r 

$5,000 to $9,999 
Under S5.000 and loss 



^^5^^ Nonfarm 



-5 



Farm 



V//////.iW//A . 



11 - I 



• • 14 



19 . \ 



\ ^_ 16 



11 

Percent 



RELATED REPORTS ^ 

Comparable figures for 1 979 appear m Current Population 
Reports, far/r? Poputatton of the Untted States 1979, Series 
9 21, No 53, arid earlier reports were published annually 
Uginnrng m 1961. 

Begmnmg witTf 1972, the data are not strictly comparable 
with data for earlier years because of adjustments jn sample 
^design and survey procedures occasioneji by '1970 census 
dita AppUcatJon of 1972 procedures to data for March 1970 
lowered the farm popu)ation 14 years old and over by about 
75,000. In 1976, revisions were made m the processing 
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procedure for determining f^rm-nonfarm resrdehce of -the 
rural population The revisons lowered th^ total farm 
population by an estimated 130',000, \n 1978, a new farm 
definrtion was introduced into the datayseries The effects are 
examined m detail in Series P-27, No* sJ 

Although not fully comparable with trte Current Popula 
t<on Survey, farm populatK>n figures for lfi70for the United 
States, States, and counties appear m chapter C of 1970 
Census of Population, VolunW 1, Charactensttcs of the 
Population, characteristics of the farm population by State 
are presented m chapter 0. 
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Table 1. Fariii^'opulation. by Race and Spanish Origin and Sex. (or Broad Age Groups' ' / 
. ; 1980 and 1978 

.sv»fi.r, in thouond. . Figure* «r. flJe-qu.rt«r c«.t,r'.d OB, Agrtl fcr «etnlpg of »y»boU. »e« t«xt) 



Rftce and |.ge 



5oth sexe» 



1^80 



1978 



1980 • 1978 



1980 1978 



Percent dlstrl^>utlon 



Both «©xem 



I9e0 1978 



1980 



1978 



1980 



1978 



All ra<;o». . 
Inder U, years. 
l4 years* irtd over^ 

Ijr^er K ye«>« * 
14 y^»^Van<l ^v^''" 




\ Bl#ck 
•Cndec U yeirs 
14 yeirs and oVer , . 

jSpAnlsh origin*. 
Ircf^r K >ears. . 
14 years and bv«r 



6,951 
1,U6 
6,905 

5,7U 
'1,065 
4,649 

242 

58 

* 184 
• 

115 
44 

71 



6,^1 
1,315 
5,186 

6,064 
1,1^8 
4,866 

349 
98 
252 

26 
64 



3,15^ 
598 
2,561 

2,988 
556 
2,432 

120 
29. 
91 

• * 58 
19 

39 



3,396 
681 
2,715 

3,165 
624 
2,541 

186 

140 

53 
15 

38 



2,8^92 
548 
'2*, -344 

2,73^6 
, 509 
2,^17 

2^ 
93 

56 
24 
32 



3,'105 

636 



163 
52 
112 

V 
11 
' 26 



100.0 
18.9 
81.1 

100 0 
18.6 
81 4 

ioo 0 

24.0 
76 J3 

100.0 
' 38.3 
•61.7 



100.0 
20.2 
79.8 

100.0 
19.8 
80. £ 



100.0 
18.9 
81 1 

100.0 
1«.6 
81.4 



100 0 
20.1 
79.9 

100.0 
19 7 

^0.3 



100.0 1 100.0 100 0 

28.1 ^4.2, 24 7 

72.2 75.8T.75.3 



100.0 
28.9 
71.1 



(B) 
it) 
(B) 



(B) 
(B) 
(B> 



100 .0 
18 9 
81 1 

ictf.o 

18.7 
81 3 

100.0 
'23.6 

75 6 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 



100 0 
20.4 

79 6 

100 0 
19.8 

80 2 

100 .0 
31.9 
68.1 

(B) 
(B) 
(B> 



/ ^Persons of Spanish origin may \>e of any rt^e. ^ 

• 



Table 2 Farm anct*NonfaVm Population, by Age and'Sex; 1980' 

iSurf>pr«} ^rT^ou^ands Figures are* five -quarter averages c en rere ^ on April FbV 



00 th 

soxes 



\ nd^r* 14 y^rs ^ 

14 to 19 years.' 

20 to 24 )^rs. 

25 to 29 yeara. 

•30 to 34 y*ar< . 

35»Uo 39 ye*ars. 

40 to 44 > earn. . 

US t'> 49 yeart. 

SO to 54 y^ar* , 

>5 to 39 \ear< 

^0 to ^4 \ear< - 

*65 year< and ovy 




I n^J»>r 
\U to 
20 /o 
2^ to 
30 t4 

40 to 

td 

^ to 
55 to 

ISO to 



Ul 



yrAr< 
19 year^. 
J4 year^ 
29 year< 
34 yearn 
39 y^^arfl. 



64 yrarl^ . . 
4<* T^ar< , . 
54 years . . 
59 year^.. 
f>4 yoara . « . 
irf arvl ov*«r- 



U«<llan A«c 



^•051 



Male 



1,14^ 

790 
444 
312 
294 
352 

381 
4W 
411 
396 
746 

'35.5 



211,6^9 

45,084 
23,152 
19,6;?8 
17,946 
16,439 
13,122 

n,r46 

10,611 
11,182 
10,866 
9,2H 
23,0)9 

^ To 0 



Female 



3,159 

59^ 

254 
179 
140 
172 

180 
189 
206 
217 
217^ 
393 

34 8 



101,777 

22,985 
11,595 
9,359 
8,698 
7,996 
-6,400 

5,-359 
5,146 
y 5,388 
5,154 
4,295 
-9,404 

29.0 



meaning of symbolt, see text^ 
* 



Percent dlatrlbutlon 



Both 
sexet. 



2,892 

548 
376 V 

154 
. 180 



180 
191 
213 
195 
•l79j 
3i/ 

36.2 



109,692 

22,098 
11,557 
10,070 
9,247 
8,443 
' 6,922 

5^,767 
. 5,465^ 
^ 3,793 
5,713 
4,961 
a3,634 

31.1 



100.0 

18,9 
13.1 

7.3 
5 2 
4.9 

5 8 

5.9 

6.3 
6.9 

6 8 
6.5 

12 O 



Male 
_\ 



loo 0 




12.4 



100.0 

18.9 
13.0 

6.6 
4.6 
5;3 
6.2 

h 6 
7 4 
6.7 
6.2 
12 2 



(x> 


<x> 


<V> 








100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


21 3 


22 6 


20.1 


. 10.9 


11 4 


10 5 


9.2 


9 2 


9.2 


. 8.5 


8.5 


8.4 


- 7.ft 


7.9 


7 7 


6.3 


6 3 


^.3 

• 


5 ^ 


5 3 


5 3 


5.0 


5.1 


5.0 


5 3 


5 3 


5 3 


S 1 


5 1 


5 2 


4.4 


4.2 


4.5 


10 9 


9.2 


12.4 


(X) 


(X) 


(X) 
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Table*3. Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Marital Status and Sex;' March 1980 



(Ftor «ie«nlng*or ^y«bol4, see text) 



S«x And mArlial JKtus 



13 yc«r^ old and over 

MArrle<l, hasbAnd preiont 

•i(«rrle<J*, hasbund «b*«nt 

•^cpAfAtedi. . , , » 

Husband in Araed jPbrcc^^ ^ ... 

Othor • . , : »,.,,, 
Widowed • , . ... 
Divorced , 

Percent , 

' ........... 

MAm<>i, hasbAnd present , «. , 
Married, hU'^b^ind Absent , , . 

Separated . . , 

Husband in Armed >^r<^^ . 

Other . . /. . . 

Widowed » • - < ' . ^ 

Divert edi , 



Toial 



Mal*^, 13 veAr* <jld and o 

Carried, *lfe present. 
•Married, wife absf^t 
^pa rated * ... 
Other. . , ...i , . 

Widowed. . * 

Divorced, . : 



! o^r 



Percent . . , 

iJin^le 

Married, rife pre^ont 
Married, *lfe absent. 

Separated , 

<)lher 

Widowed 

Divorced . . .... « 



19,724 
48,763 
3,176 
2,444 

64*? 
10,479 
3,^8)6 

ICO 0 
22 4 
33 4 
J. 6 
2,^1 

0 1 
, 0 7 

6 6 

20,312 
4$, 783 
2,093 
1,473 
6X7 
1,972 
3,«73 

100 0 
2i 3 
60 « 
2.6 

1 a 

0.8 
2.3 
4 S 



Fanii 



2,220 
650 
l,3f»0 
26 

. 1^ 

• 9, 

133 

yi 

^ 100 0 

20 3 

I 2 
0.7 

0 4 
6.9 

1 4 

2,437 

1,360 
29 
13 

33 
77 

100.0 
30.0 
63,3 
1.2 
0.6 
0.6 

2 2 
3-1 I 



Nonfam 



85,761 
19,274 
47,206 
3,130 
2,428" 
89 
6 33 
10, 323 
5,805 

ico 0 

22.3 
53 0 
3 7 
2 8 
0 1 
0 7 
12 0 
6.8 

77,761 
22,774 
47,206 
2,063 
1,460 
603 
l,<i«20 
3,798 



White 



Total 



100 
29, 
60 
2 
I 
0 



0 
3 
7 
7 
9 
if 
2.3 
4 9 



76,480 
16,012 
.44,472 
2,040 
1,448 
70 
522 
9,060 



100 
20 
38 

2 

1 

0 

0, 

11.8 

6 4 



70,632 
19,732 
44,490 
1,438 
974 
483 
1,W9 
-3,303 

100 0 
28.0 
63.0 
2 
I 
0 
2 
4 



fim Nonfam 



2,102 
410 
1,S04 
18 

n 

^ 141 

29 



ICO 
19 
71 

0 
0 

0 

6 



1.4 

2,328 
685 

1,303 
22 
12 
10 
48 
71 

100 0 
29.4 
64 6 

§;t 

0 4 
2.1 

3.0 



Sou<ce ><arc^ 1980 ( urrent Population Survey. 



74,378 
13,602 
4^2,968 
2,02Z 
1,438 
70 
-315 
8,919 
4,867 

100 0 
,21 0 
37.8 
2 7 
1.9 
O.l 
0.7 
12.0 
'6 5 

68,^304 
19,067 
42,987 
1,436 ' 
962 
4?5 
1,381 
3,232 

100. 0 
27 9 
62.9 
2 I 
1.4 
0.7 
2.3 
4 7 



Black 



Total 



9,828 
3,286 
3,337 
1,067 
963 
- 16 
88 
1,280 
858 

100 0 
33«4 
34. 
10.9 
"9 « 
0.2 

0 9 
13-0 

' A. 7 

8,067 
3,244 
3,416 
377 
482 
95 
316 
313 

f ' 

100 0 
40.2 
42 3 
7 2 
6 0 

1 2 
3 9 
6.4 



. «6 
31 
33 
7 
6 

n 
2 

ico.o 

36.0 
40.7 
8.1 

1 2 
12 8 

2 3 

91 
40 
33 
7 
3 
4 
4 

I 3 

K)0.0 
44 0 
38.5 
?.7 

3 3 

4 4 
ft 4 4 

5 3 



NonfarB' 



9,742 
-3,253 
3,302 
1,061 
937 
16 
87 
1,269 
836 



100 
33 
33 

10 
9 
0 

0 

n 



8.8 

\976 
3,204 
3»380 
370 
47*^ 
91 
312 
310 



100 
40 
42 

7, 



0 
2 
4 
1 

6 0 
1.1 
3.9 
6.4 
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Table 4. Characteristics ot Farm and Nonlarm Famih'es.S^ace; March 1980 

' J t 

(Hi«b«ri in thousand* For nseanlng of sywbols, se« text) 



persons, 
person* 
persons. . 
or «or^ person* 




Tc»tal per»on» 
Averse per f*olly.. 



All fAAlltes 
Vb wopbers under 16 

1 ncnber under 18. 

2 JW(«bor* under 18 

3 or more ntttber* pundor 18 

TotAl medbors unde^ 1$ . . 
AvorMQ, per f^unlly ^ . 

JIOTOERS 18 TO 64 

All fiuj)lll«» 
No fflomber* 18 to 64 

1 mosber 18 to 64 , 

2 ffl€Bib*r* 18^ t^ (4 . 

3 or tBore wanbei^ 18 to ^4 

Total wmber* 18 to 64,.. 
Average per f**lly 

r 

4»&RFIS 6^ A?(T> weft 

/ "All fa«lll«« . . 
Mtiaber^ 65 and over 
1 ptoMber 6^ and over 
2Vomber» 65 fcrid Qvor 
3 or 'A^^re movnbers 6S and over 

Total nonbera 65 and over.. < 
Average per family 

All fa^ilitfl 

So o*n children under 18 . 
with om chil<lren under 16 

1 o*n child under 18 

2 owTj children under 18. 

3 own children under 18. 
& or *^ore ovn chlldr'en under 18 

Total <m children under 18 

Average per t^lly 

Average per family with children 



Source March 1980 Curront Population Survey. 
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T,b.. 5 M«r,p,l».„ N-.n™,.r.p.ll.,„ R.sid.nc. ,1 ,h. Farm ^ N.n.,rm P.Sulitl.n. b, R,„ 

(yi^btra tn thouaai^d.. f;^gurM >re fiveK^u^rt^r r^trtge, centered oa April) * ^ 



RAce «nd re«idenc« 



ALI/ RACES 



tntt«<3 St^tot 

Intlde SMfi\*t*... , 

S^'e of 1 -fttlUoR aore.'I 
S<SA'* oflete th«n 1 FtlUon 

Outilde SNfSA'»...'v 

lotted Stutet 

I'hflde SMSA'i ^ \ 

S<SA't of 1 ntilton -ore. ! 
ffltS^ t of th^jx 1 wtlUoft, 
, Oytaide S«S*'s . 

lotted St»te« ' 

m.lde SV5A^. . 

Sv&^'s of ,1 RtUion or pior© 
SVSA'^ of le^« thtii I "itlUon. 
•ijOutstde ^SA's : , 

SPAVISK ORIGIN* 



Vnlted $t«tes, , ... 

Inside SfSW'e ]^ 

SW&^'i Of l.millioft or'more" 
SMS^'a of thtn 1 alHiort, 



tottl 



63,349 
JO, 709 



J87,633 
123,791 

?5,2(56 

25,502 
19,i&10 
12,660 
6,950 
*5,992 



12,842 
10,837 
7,226 
3,6lt 
2,005 



6';051 
' 1,004 
339 
765 

5,04? 



5,714 
981 
232 
749 

4,733 



242 
13 
3 
10 

229 



115 
19 
8 
11 
96 



Nonf«PB 



2^1^69 
145,808 
•83,223 

62r,5a^ 

65,661 



181,919, 
122,80 ' 
68,351 
54,458 
59,110 



25,259 
19,596 
12,616 
6,940 
5.663 



r JSnt'!^i^f '^P,^l**l<^^"*«» -hown here dtf fer,^r^*t7i,t m 
2^' . fl. ' ^'^^'••'y'^*- other t.bl6. r*fr only to the ctv a 

Per»on» of Spenl.h origtn be of wiyr r.ce, ' , ^ 



1-2,727 
10,818 
7,218 

l,9lo 



percent dl»tribjtlOQ 



Tot«l 



100.0 
67, 5 

'^8.4 
29.1 
32.5 

100,0 
66.0 
36.6 
29.4 
34.0 



ICO.O 
76.9 
49 6 
27.3 
23.1 



100 0 
84.4 
56 3 
28a 
15 6 



100*0 
16,6 
3,9 
12.6 
83.4 



100.0 

17.2 
4.1 
13.1 

82.8 



100 0 
5.4 
1.2 
4.1 

94 6 



lOO 0 
' 16^5 
7.0 
9.6 
83.5 



Vonf «ra 



100.0 
69.0 
39.^ 
29 6 
31. "0 



loo.o 

67.5 
37,6 
29.9 
32.5 



100,0 
77.6 
50.1 
27.5 
22.4 



100.0 
85.0 
56.7 
28.3 
15.0 



table A bec«u«« the Utter refers to the totil 

wi nonlnstttutton*l populetton. 

in the 1970 cenaue pubitc*tioa«, aee th« 



r 



/ 
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Tabie 6. Employment Status of the Farm Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Sex. for 199Q and 
' 1978. and Region, for IdaO 

fNijibors In thouMndi FlKurfi ar* flte-qunrtcr »vor»ge3 centered on April) 













percent distribution 


and osployw^ni status ^ 






Vorih 
and 


1980 


lnlt<^ 
1 


States 


\orth 
and 
West 
1<^0 
r" 


South 
1980 




19$0 


1978 


Vest 

1980 


1980 


1978 


Both %txo« , . 

i* v>t tn labor force. ; . . ^ 


6,905 
3.139 
1^766 


5,186 
3.273 


3,173 
2,08« 

1 fVO^ 


1,732 
1,051 

682 


1 Oft fi 
hi* 0 
36,0 


lOOt.0 
63 1 
36 9 


100 'o 

.^5-1* 
J6.2 


* 100.0 
60^7 
39 6 


{>)ploye<l ..... ^. * * * 
Aj;rlc\jlturo ... * , . . . 
Nonaxrlcult ir^tl in''i5trlrs. . .. . 


3,09 
3,057 
1,662 
1,615 


3*273 
3,199 
1,776 
1,62^^ 
73 


2.088 
2,036 
' 1,182 
852 

J** 


1,051 
1,023 

659 
563 
2« 


100. 0 
97 6 
ji > 
65.1 
. 2.6 


100.0 
97 7 
56* 2 
£.3 6 
2.2 


100 0 
97.6 
56 .i6 
60 ^ 
2.6 


' 100.0 
97.3 
63 7 

/ 53. 

2.7 


• _ ^' 

MaIc . . .4 . . - 

In lahor fore? . . «. * ... 
•^ot in lab<»r for v * - 


2,561 
2,066 
69fv 


2,7^5 
2»211 

506 


1^661 
1,369 

290 


901 
696 
205 


ICO^O 
i5i0.7 
' 1^«6 


ICO 0 
^1.6 
18.6 


82 6 
17.5 


77. ^ 

22/8 


A«ric;ilture > . . . % . 
Sofiagricultural inctu^trle^. p. , . 


» 2,0^6 
2,029 
1,307 

720 


2,211 
2,179 
l,i;30 

32 


\ 1,369 
1>36A 
921 
623 
25 


696 
6«3 
^ 3*1^ 
297 
13 


100.0 
98.2 
^3.3 
" 36 8 
1 8 


ICO 0 
$^ ^ 
66 7 
33 9 
1.6 


ico.o 

98.2 
67 3 
30.9 
1.8 


100 0 

9a. 1 

55.5 
62 7 

1 9 


In labor tore**, ..... . 

Vit In la*jrfVr forc»^ ... * ............ 

In labor force .. • ..^ . 
niployHl. . * « 
* A<rlcjlcur«. . . - p 
* Honatsrlcultural In^iustnle* , . . 
l'h(»iploy«1 - , H * • . . . » 


2,36^ 
1*075 
1,271 


2,672 
1,061 
1,610 


1^513 
719 
796 


356 
' 677 


• 100 0 
65.8 
56.2 


loo 0 

62,9 
■ 57 A 


100 0 
^7.5 
52 5 


' 100 0 
62'^ 
57.6 


1,073 
1,029 
336 
A 695 


■ 1,061 
1»020 
36A 
676 
61 


719 
¥^ 
261 
629 
29 


356 
339 
73 

^ 266 
15 


iOO.O 
*^95.9 
31 1 
66.8 
6, J 


100 0 
96 1 
32 6 
63 7 

3 9 


100 0 
96»0 
36.^ 
59.7 

\ AhO 

— *i 


ico.o 

_ 95.8 
6.2 



ir 



T3b,. 7. s,„u, „ „e Fa™>.pu,a.,.„ u y.ars 0,a 'and Ov,., Race and S«. ,or 



R-ito, si-x, and wployr^nT statute ' 



States 



In labor tone* 

, "^t irk Uh^r fore**. 

In fai-^r for< . >y 
iti lav>r force 

In IfiijOF* Tryr^ *■ 

M< .jX; jr* 

Irv 1 ibor for< o 

In lji>^r f<^rf< 

In la^x)r fo^< 



4,649 
1^644 

3,<:05 j 

1,354 j 

j 

2,432 i 

45) I 















In labor for< * , 






* V'^t In lar)or ff>r< o 






In laboi* for/-f . 












A«rlf ul? ir*j» , . 












^ rtuttplovivi^ 


% 




* ' «*lc . , , 






In liibor fQr<-c , 


' r'" 




Vo> in laMr forte. 






In l^hor forc^ 






ft*ployo<1« . ... , 










> « ■ >. < 








« ^n<«ployM. ^ 






Pcnjilc. .... 






In labor for*-^,^, . 


« ■ It . f k . « 




*'ot In l«^x>r forf<^ 






In llbor force . , . 







Axrlr^ltur^ . . .» ^ ' 

rnfldpioyptj , 



1,^47 , 

I 

' 

1^026 ' 
1,191 ' 

I 

990 I 
^f>3 i 



93 
91 

93 

85 
40 
45 
7 

91 
59 
3J 

59 
56 
36 
20 
3 

93 

5^ 

34 
30 

5 
25 

4 




P^rc^nt distribution 



Lnitrd j North 



100 0 
66 0 
34.0 

100. 0 
97 6 
5^p7 
40 9 
2 3 

100 0 
82 

n 3 

ICO oJ 

9S 1 ' 
67 4 I 
30 9 
1 6 



leo 0 

47 7 

52 3 

100 0 I 
96 2 
36,3 I 
60 0 
^.7 



1 



I 

100.0 
61.9 

y^i 

100 0 
97 9 
43 9 
54.0 
1 

100.0 
7« 6 
21,2 

ICO.O 
9S.<S 

y^A 

43 4 
1 6 

w.o 

4) 5 
56 5 

200 0 
* 96.6 
21.6 
74 9 
3.1 



- (B) 


100 0 


(Ji) 


49.7 


(^) 


50,3 


(B) 


ICO.O 


<B> 


91 0 


f») 


41 6 


(h) 


49.4 


(B> 


9.0 


(B) 


100.0 




63,6 


(By 


36 4 


<n) 


^ ' ' (By 


fD) 


<B> 


(B} 


(By 


<B) 


(ny 


fB) 


(m 


• (0) 


100.0 




3fi 3. 


(B) 


>V 


(B) 


(B> 


(B) 


(B) 


(ft) 


(B} 


(B) 


(ny 


fB) 





ERIC* 



I 
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Table 8. Indu$t«y oi Employed Farm Residents, by Sex, for Regions. 1980 

(>Ki»b«r» in thftu^ands, PKrurda »rd five-qutrtdr tvdrftges centered on Aprtl) 



^» And tftd^r^try 



States 



North 



South 



Percent di^tribut ton 



Ignited 
States 



Nort^ 
an* <r^st 



South 



80TH SEXJES 

Totai onployod, 14 year< ^ild and over, 



NOTia^rl evil rural f ndustrtes . > ......... 

ytnlng . . . 

Cpnst ruction . i . . . / *, 

Manafacturtn^ ^ 

Tran^portatlonp^orwunication, and other 

public facllltl\s 
^fhol^^al© trade * ' . « 

Retail trad*". . . , . , . 

^ Pinar)cial„ ti^Vurance, md nsal "s^at* * 
Service* indij^trie* 
Public Al^tiil^tratlon , 

Total 'rtr>loy«i, l4 yi»ar* old and over 

^jfrtculturi* H ^ . , , 

Nona^rtcultural tnjastrtes , . » 

Son«riclltural indu-^trte*, ^ , , 

Mtnlns: ^ 

Con*tr'jcttbi , , , , 

M^nyfact^jrinjc. . . , , , 

Transportation, <"or>nanicatlO't and" other ^ 

pjbllc facilities « rt, 

^ole^ale trad* . , . . , 

Retail trad* . . . 

Finan«.ial« inngranco, Ji/id ro^at estate ^ 
bervtce^ industries , 
Public a*^tnistratton . - . * 

, Total^^ploy^vl^ 14 years old and over. 

Agriculture , , , , 
Vonaj^rlcultural irtiustries 

Vona«riculmral mdijstries 

^inifts: . * 

Construction. , , , ,^ 

Van^racturlnc . . \ 
Transportation, cow^lcatlon artd *ther 

public facilities" 

i^hol'^sale tr^d** , , , . . 

Retail trude 

nr^ancial, insurajTce, and real 'estate 
Services mdjstrie^ , , 
Public A't* mist ration » 



3,057 
l,64i 

1,415 
22 

in 

m 

89 
53 
235 
68 
417 
ft3 



2,028 

1,307 ' 

720 

720 
20 
122 
221 

68 
34 
105 
21 
96 
34 



r 1,029 
334 

695 
2 

' 9 
117 

20 

r m 

47 
321 
29 



2p034 

1,182 

?*52 

?*52 

n 

78 
191 

55 
32 
• 145 
39 
264 
?4 



44 



921 
423 

423 
12 
, 71 
•128 

40 
20 
62 
10 
ft3 
15 



690 

261 
429 

429 
1 
5 
64 

15' 
13 
83 
23 
200 
19 



1,023 
459 

563 
9 
54 
146 

33 
21 

90 
29 
153 
2« 



m 

29 7 

297 
8 
50 
93 

28 
14 
42 
10 
33 
19 



.339 

73 
266 

266 
1 
4 

5 
7 
47 
19 
120 
9 



100 0 

53 7 
46.3 



100 
1 
9 

23 

6 
3 

• 16 

4. 

< 4 



100 0 

64 4 

35.5 

100 0 
2 8 
. 16.9 
30 7 



9 

4 
24 

2 
13 

4 



100 0 

32 5 
^7 5 

100 0 

0 3 

1 3 
16 8 

2H 

2 ? 
13 8 

6 ft 
•46 2 
4 2 



100 0 



58 
41 

ICO 
1 

22 

6 

3 
17 

4 
31 

4 



IOC C 



•^8 5 ^ 
^1 5 I 



100 
2 

16 

30 



9.5 
4.7 
K 7 
" 2 4 
14 9 
3 5 



100 0 

37 8 
62 2 

100 0 
/O 2 
1 2 
14.9 

*3 S 

3 0 
19.3, 

6 5 
46 6 

4 4 



1?J0 0 

44 9 

55 0 

100 0 
1 6 
9 6 
25^9 

5 9 

3 7 
16 0 

5 2 
27 ? 

^0^ 



i 10^ 0 

5^^ 5 
43 5 

ICO 0 

2 7 
16 8 

n 3 

9 4 
i 7 
14 I 

3 4 
11 1 

6 4 



100 0 

21 5 

7« 5 

100 0 
,04 
1 5 
20.3 



2 ft 



17 
7 

45 
3 



Table 9 Farm Residents l4 Years Old and Over Employed in Agriculture and Nonagncuftural 
' Industries, by Class of Worker apd Sex, for 1980 and 1978, and Region, for 1980 

(S\nb*»T% in^tho.Hands nAitts gre^ ftvc^wt^r *verii«oa crfrt^r^Kl on April Tor tneanins of syrTtboi-s, ^ce text> 



$9x An^ cl4*s •>f wor<^r 



TOTAL, viOR>iar<S ' 

Both ^exo^ 

Vajt* and*\jiZary workers 
'JnpAi'J r^nily uror'^^/'v^ 

Vale 

WAg^ salary 4r'>ri(ors 
LnpaiJ fa^lU «for!i*r^ 
t 

3^1 f-€fti>l<'>y<^| *or<er'^ 
• npal-j f^rttilv vor^^r^ 
TOTAL A0«1< ITITUL *OA£Kb 

aoth tcx^% . 
'?oIf-a*ploy*'d *ork#r^ 
*aj5o *n1 ^iljir> workpr^ 
inpAtc] fjusily 4^>r<ers 

^al** 

and ^ali*rv w^rk^^rs 
Lnt>al'l fA/»ily «ort<or^* 

Foiale 

S«l(-«ai>loy«j w<>r<«'r^ . 
tflpaH" f^Hily ^r<^r^ 



A 



TOTAL VOS>CPirt r ft I ^ORXJEBU 

Both srxcy^ ^ , 
$«ljt*QiployM w»>r»<*r5 ^ * 

W*«e arid s«l«ry urorkers 
Unp«Xd fanXly w<>rker^ 

■ * 

$«lf-«(«ploy«d ^r^rkers 

and salary -rork^r^m 
lnpai<| tvtlly workers " 

$6l|^<iiployod arorK^rs 
• VaxjAand malary vork«(5 , . 
Vftp*tf fajstly MTorker^ 



t^Al^^M Slates 



1,564 
# 297 

2.028 , 

I 

1.029 ' 
162 j 

19? 



197J3 



3p 1^:* 
1.222 
1,659 

}U 

2pl79 
l,0tJ9 

97H I 
113 

l,02O 
133 
■6«l 

206 ' 



North 

i9eo 



South 
19H'; 



2,034 I 
H31 

969 
?35 

1,344 f 

7 20 
541 

93 j 

^=90 ( 
112 I 
42» 1 

ly 



1,023 
364 

596 
63 

6M3 

-\ 314 

148 
21 

339* 

50 
24$ 
41 



Percent -attribution 




Ifllted Slatc^ 



1980 



iOO 0 
39 1 
51 2 
^ 7 

100 0 
50 

43 8 
5 2 



197« 



< 100 .0 
38 2 
51 9 

/ 10 0 



And 
1980 



I 



100 
5^ 
44 

5 



100 0 

65 e 

1^ 7 



100 0 I 

13 0% 

*.6 « 

^0 2 



100 0 
40 V 
,47 6 
'll ^ 

1?0 0 
53 6 
40 3 
6 2 

100 0 
U 2 
62 0 
21 ^ 



v'jurth 
19iJ0 



ICO 0 
35 6 
SM ^ 
^ 2 

1^0 0 
4^ 0 
51 u 
3 1 

100 0 
14 7 

n 2 

12 1 



1,642. 


'1,774 


l,l>i2 


1 


^ 100 0 


100 0 


ICO 0 


. 100 0 


1.034 


1,066 


73« 


297 


63 0, 


. * 61 2 


62 4 


j ^^4 7 


326 


383 


2ia 


1 109 


19 9 


21 6 


1*5.4 


23.7 


2^2 


i 305 


227 


. 54 


17 2 


17 2 


19 2 


1 ' 11 8 


1,307 
















1 V21 


' 386 


100 0 


iCt) 0 


100 0 


100 0 


930 


996 


660 


2«9 


71 2 


69 7 


71 7 




274 


322 


177 


1 ^ 96 


21 0 


' 22 5 


19- 2 


24.9 


1^4 


112 


63 


21 


>i 0 


. 7 8 


VO 


5 4 


















334 


344 


261 


" 73 


100 0 


100 0 1 100 0 


ICO 0 


105 


V 90 


77 


2ft 


^ 31 4 


^ 26 Zy 29 5 


r o>5 4 


52 


61 


39 


12 


15 ^ 


17 7 


14 9 


If} 4 


17^ 


193 


145 


13 


53 3 


56 I 


55 6 


43 2 


'■z 


l,t26 


&52 


* 

56^3 


100 0 


ICO 0 


100 0 


* 

100 0 




136 


94 


67 


11 4 


* 9 5 


n 0 


11 9 




1,276 


751 


487 


«7 6 


89 5 


< 88 1 


86 5 


16 


13 


7 


ft 


>\ 


0 9 


0 6 


1 4 


' 720 


749 


'423 


-^97 


100 0 


100 0 


100 0 


100 0 


103 


93 


' 58 


45 


, . 14 3 


12 4 


13 7 


^15 2 


615 


656^ 


363 


252 


/ 85 4 


87 6 


85 8 


>84 8 






I 




- \ 




0 2 




695 


676 


429 


266 


100 0 


100 0 


100. 0 


100 0 


58 


43 


34 


. 23 


8.3 


« 4 


7 9 


8 6 


623 


620 


388 


235 


89 6 


91 7 


90'4 


86 3 


14 


13 


6 


8 


2 0 


I 9 


1 4 


3 0 
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Teble 10. Farm Resfdents 14 Years Old and Over Employed m Agriculture and f^onagncultural 
lridu$tj^$» by Class of 'Worker* Race, and Sex Jor Regions: 1S180 ' 




(ku«b«ri Ln thouu^da. fleures are fi^«-<^uirter aserigei centered onAprU. Fprneanla^OX ^"■boif, «ee K^K^i 



AgrlcuUurtl 
TOrlferi 



\oDt|;rlcultur«l 
workert 



Pei^:^i disirt^uilon 



AgrlcaltT^ral 



RiCe, i*x, and elaaa 

of worker 






»or<^rs 


»or<er» 


tolled 
Statea 


\orTh 
artd 
^eat 


South 


tailed 
Statea 


\prih 
acd 
^eat 


Sogih 


tftlled 
Statea 


\ojrih 


• 

South 


taxted 
statea 


1 

\orih 
and 


• 

South 


WilTE 


























&othi aexea ■ » . • * « 


i 1 J 9 






1 ,354 


839 


514 


100 0 


100 0 


100 0 


100 0 


100 


100 0 


Self-eiQPloyed *orkera., 




729 




157 


93 




64 . 1 


fk2 6 


68 2 


II 6 


1 1 1 


12 6 


Wag«' 4ad aalary voricera . 




210 




1 ilSO 


7 39 


44l 


18.4 


18 , 0 


19 6 


87-1 


k 1 


85 8 


topald fan^ly *orkeri . 


277 


22b 


51 


16 


7 


8 


;7.5 


19.^: 


• n 2 


1,2 


0 8 


1 6 


Vale 


1 25fe 


908 


119 


690 


4l6 


275 


1^0.0 


IOj 0 


lOO 0 


100 0 


100 0 


100 0 


Self-«nployed i>or<c^ra . « 


91 1 




257 


101 


5$ 


43 


72 .5 


72 0 


73 6 


14 6 


13 9 


15 .6 


vage and aa la ry vor<era 




171 




589 


356 


231 


19 S 


jl8 8 


CO 9 


85 2 


85 6 


' 84 0 


lnp«ld faclly •or<er9 


100 


4i 




2 


1 






8 ^ 


5 2 


0 3 


0 : 




Fe^a Le ■ ■ * ■ ■ ■ t . 


32t> 


257 


69 


&t 3 


^25 


2 J9 


lOi 0 


100 0 


) 


100 0 


100 0 


iOO 0 


Self-e*^ploy«d »*orKera 


103 




25 


56 




22 


31 6 




<B) 


8 4 


8 0 


9 2 


Vag* a«d salary *or<er« 


<;? 


39 




59 J 


383 


- ^ ^ 




IS 


(8 J 


89 


90 I 


^i? 9 


Inpa&d fanlly »orK«rs 


177 






U 


e 


8 


^ J 


i6 0 


<BJ 


2 1 


1 4 




BUCK 


























B^th aexea 




* 3 


37 


45 


1 


«'4. 




^B) 


<B> 


(B) 


<8J 




Self -et^p^red *orit«r» 




I 


9 


2 




2 


r&) 


CB) 


(B) 


(8) 


<8) 


<B) 


Wage and aatarV *orXera 


27 


2 




43 


1 


42 


<SJ 


(&> 


<BJ 


(8) 


<B) 


(B) 


tftpuld failly'*orkera . * 


2 




2 






-* 


(S> 


(BJ 


<6J 


<e> 


<8> 


(8) 




3^ 


2 


33 


20 


1 


19 


rs) 


<&) 


<8> 




(B^ 


<B) 


Self -employed *or<ers. , 


i\ 




I'? 


2 




2 






ce) 


(B> 




<3> 


vafe and aalary *orlcer» 


J3 


1 




19 


a 


U 




<B) 




(8) 




(B) 


lftp«ll fai-ilf korxers 


2 












<&) 


<&) 


(8) 


<&) 


(8) 


(h) 






1 




2J 




^5 




<B) 


<B> 


( 

<8) 


<b5 


(B) 


S«lf 'e^ploved torke^a 
















<8) 


(B> 


<8; 


<8) 


<B) 


Vaee and talary »<^rkera. 




\ 




25 




24 




<5) 


<8> 


<8) 


<8) 


(B) 


Inpald farllf workera 














t (B) 


<&) 


<8) 


<B) 


<B) 





NonacrlcjltJral 
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Table H. Income of^Farm and Nonfarm Families, by Race: 1979 

(fteilieft of March 1960. F>3r meart^ni: of ftyT<ibols, see text) 



Charftc t eri^t ic * 

4 




All races 




Halite 


Black 


Total 




Son fam 


Total 


Fam 


Son f ar^ 


Total 




Nod f aiD 


Totftl fiu»ill«s 












t 








(thou*and«) . 


5^,426 


1,6^6 


^ 56,760 


51, 3^59 


1,598 


49,790 


6,042 


47 


5,995 


by 1979 Incocie 


,100 0 


100.0 


100 0 


100^0 


100 0 


100.0 


100.0 


(8) 


100 0 


Lc«« thar^ ^2,500 or- . , 




* 5.0 


2,1 


yi 


4 6 


1 6 


6 1 


(B) 


6 0 


*2pS00 to *^p999 


4.8 


a 


4.7 




# 4.9 


i ^'^ 


n.i 


(Ei> 


13.0 


^^5,000 to ^7p499 


f>.5 


6.0 


6.4 


5 7 


6.0 


' 5 6 


12 « 


(B> 


12.6 


''7,500 to ^9,999»,,. - , ... 


7.1 


8.5 


7 0 


6 6 


8 4 


6.6 


11 1 


(B> 


11 1 


no, 000 to U4,999 


15 6 


18 7 


15 5 


15 3 


18.9 


15.2 


17 7 


(B) 


n.8' 


^lS,000'to M9,999 ... 


15 0 


14 3 


15iO 


15 3 


14.5 


15 3 


12.3 


1 . (B) 


12.4 


^20,000 to^24,999 


14.4 


11.0 


14 5 


14.9 


IM 


15.0 


9.7 


<D) 


9.8 


^25,000 to ♦29,999,.. . 


11 5 


* 6 4 


11 


12 0 


8.7 


12.1 


7.0 


O) 


" 1 


•'30,000 to M4,999 


7.7 


5 9 


7.6 


8 1 


61 


8.2 


44 


(B) 


4.5 


•35,000 to ^3^,999 


4 9 


3.9 


4.9 


5 2 


4.1 


5 2 


2 3 


(B) 


2.4 


'40, 000 to '44,9^9 


3.3 


4.0 


3 3 




3.9 


3 6 


1.4 


(D) 


1 4 




^ 2 } 


2.0 


2 1 


/ 2-2 


2.1 


2.2 


0.9 


fB) 


0.9 


'50,000 and over, . 


5.2 


4.^ 


5 ^ 




4.6 


5.7 


0.9 


(B) 


IA> 


VeKliar) incono » , . 


19,661 


U,357 


19,754 


20,502 


16,6*54 


20,^09 


Tl,^44 


"(B) 


,11,^.89 


MfAA inconf^ . . 


22,376 


19,<<84 


22,446 


23,286 


20,311 


23. 363 


14,604' 


(0) 


U,t^42 


P*»rc*ftt of farilie^ ... r 


ICO 0 


100.0 


100 0 


* ICO 0 


ICO.O 


100.0 


100 0 


(BJ 


100 0 


&elov poverty level 


9.1 




9 1 


,6.8 


^ 6 




27.6 




27 4 


Above f>Overty level , ... 


90 9 


§9.2 


90 9 


93 2 


^ VO 4 
V 


93.2 


72 4 


fB) 


72 6 


Percer^t of person* 


ICO.O 


100. 0 


• 100 0 


100.0 


. ICO.O 


lOO.O 


lOQ.O 


' ^ 100 0 


100. 0 


Selov poverty level... . ... 


11.6 


13.2 


11 


8.9 


11.8 


8.9 


30.9 


43.7 


30.6 


Above poverty lev^l 


66 4 


^6.a 


$8.4 


91.1 


8)^ 2 


91.1 


69 1 


56 3 


69 2 



6r 



Source surch I960 Current Population $urvev 
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Table 12. Median Income of F,arm and Nonfarm Families, by Race. 1970 to 1979 

(In 1979 (Sollarn. Panll&ea aa of March of the follovinf: year Fbr nCunipK of ^ynbols, sec text) 



Year 



All races 



Total 



rtrw Von fa r» 



*Mto 



Total 



Son farm 



Black 



Total 



ram 



Son f ana 



cmiOT Hrm definition- 

1979 

1976 ..r 

1977 



PREVIOUS FAKM OEHMTIOV 



M979 , 

1978 

1977 J , 

"1976 

1975... 

1974 

1973 

197 2 

1971 

1970 . 



19,661 
19,635 
19,174 



19,661 
19,635 
19,174 
19,065 
18,494 
18,984 
19,675 
19,279 
18,426 
18,436 



16.357 
b,075 
14,655 



16,642 
17,012 
15,136 
14.871 
14,626 
15,619 
16,40t 
15,359 
12,893 
12,66t 



19,754 
19,714 
19,316 



Cna) 
19,757 
W.332 
19,209 
18,650 
19,122 
19,849 
19,483 
18,702 
18,713 



20 , 502 
i20,447 
20,05i 



20,502 
20,447 
;tO,051 
19,811 
19,242 
19,736 
20,572 
20 , 0 38 
19,127 
19,134 



16, 684 
17,357 
(NA) 



17,003 
17,323 
15,670 
15,465 
15,156 
16,053 
16,953 
15,810 
13,285 
13,122 



20 , 60 9 
(NA) 
(NA) 



(VA) 
20,561 
;W,233 
19,^50 
19,408 
19,896 
20,757 
?0.263 
19,418 
19,427 



11,644 
12^110 
rlV456 



11,644 
12,110 
11,456 
11,784 
11.^39 
11,784 
11,873 
111,909 
11,542 
11,737 



(D) 
<D) 
(vA) 



(B) 
7,584 
6,661 
6,606 
^♦666 
7,687 
7,511 
6,805 
5,841 
5,659 



11,669 
(NA) 
(NA) 



<NA) 
12,178 
11,558 
11,928 
11,964 
11,879' 
11,986 
12,039 
11,737 
11,953 



Sourc«* March Current Population Surr^ya 
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'Appendix A. Definitions and Explanations 



Population coverage. With the exccptton of the total popuia 
tjon s^own jn table A, all figures jn this report relate to th? 
Civilian noninstUutional population as estimated by the 
Cgrrent Population Survey Honk of the figures in the report 
reflect the results of the 1980 decenntal census 

population. In the Current Populdl)on Survey, the frfm 
population as currently defined consists of all persons iivmg 
<n ruf^i territory on places from which Si, 000 or more of 
agricultural products were sold, or normally would have been 
sold, m the reportt/ijg. yeat ifor the CPS the preceding 12 
months/. Persons Ifjslilution^, summer camps, motels, and 
tourist .camps, an^ those jivir>9 on rented places where no 
larxl IS used for farmrng, are classified as nonfarm 

Under the previous farm definition, in use jn this data 
seiies fiom i960 ttirough 1977, the farm population consists 
of dii persons iii,ing m rural territory on places of W or more 
acres if at least $50 yw)fth of agricultural products were sold 
from the place in the reporting year It also mclud^ts those 
tivir>g on places of under 10 aCre$ if at least S250 worth of 
agriCuttura) products were sold from the place m the ^ 
reportrng year ''^ 

Farm resider^ce under the Current ^^nd previous farm 
definitions wa$ deter rpined rn the Current Population Survey 
by the lesponses to two uuestions Owners [and tenters) aie 
fust asked 'Does this fl^ace lyou rent) have 10 or more 
acres/ They are then asked During the past 12 months, 
how much did iaies of ciops, livestock,* and other fcrm 
piodiicts from Ahii-pjace amount to? The respondents are 
given a choice 4>f f0ur answers S1,000 or mQ(f^^"S250 to 
S999," "S50 t0^249, and Under S50 " 

Fdims located withtn the boundaries of urban territory, 
compiising 4 small mirK:»iity of ^11 farms, are not treated as 
fatms fot population census purposes, a ^d their population js 
rwt includedm the fatm population Urban territory includes 
all places w\xh a population of 2,500 01 more and the densely 
settled uibanued fnnge areas around Cities of 50,0^ or 
more. Beginning with the 1972 estimate, the estimated farm 
population js ^united to the rural terntory as determined in 
the 1970 Census of Population In the CurrV)t Population 
Surveys of 1963 through 1971, the urban rura) boundarifs 
used were those of the 1960 Census of Population and did 
not take into account the annexations and other subs<antial 
expansions of urban territory that were incorporated mto the 
1970 Census of 'Population The net effect was to classify arjj, 
unknown nurr^ber of persons as rural farm in the Current 
Population Surveys of 19^ and 1971 who were treated as 



urban land hence nonfaim) m the 1970 census a& weil as <n 
the Current Population Surveys begmn»g in 1972 

Nonfarm populatioK. The nonfairn pop&btion comprises all 
persons living jn urban areas and all furaN>ersons r>cjt on 
* farms 

Five-quaher* averages centered on April Atji^l ^enteied 
annual average* of the iajjn population v.eie computed Uy 
using data for the five quarters centeied on iht A^ii^l jdate 
^for which the estimate was being pr^spaied Fvr eAampie^for 
April 1980, quarterly estimates for the months <ji October* 
1979, and January^ April, July, and Octobei T980, were 
used with a weight of one eighth' given to each of the two 
October estimates and ayweight^of one fourth to each of the 
estimates for the othei 3 months One ledson foi the choice 
of April as the date, foi centeung population estimates ts that 
this IS the decenjf^ census month 

April centered annua! aXrages for persons urxier 14 years 
by raceTnd sex, and for persons 14 years old and over, by 
race, sex, age, labor force characteristics, and regiop were 
also computed for 1980 by using data for <he sPccffied 
Characteristics for ih^ five quarters oenterctf on April 1980.. 

Metropolitan rronn^etrppolitan residence The populdUon le 
siding in st^darcf metropofitan strfistical aieas I SMS A si 
constitutes the^^^ia^ropoiitan population The metioj^olitan 
population in this r^oit is based on SMSA s dtfmed in. 
the 1970 population census publication^^ arni does npt 
laclude any subsequent additions 01 char>ges Foi the 1970 
census, except in New England, an SMSA was defined as a 
county 01 gfoup of contiguous counl»ei> which contdini <it 
least one city of 50,000 inhabitants 01 moie, 01 twin uti^s ' 
with a combined population of d% iedS) 50*000 In dOdUi^n 
^to the county. 01 counties, contdininy iuch a city oi cities, 
CQ^U^ous counties weie included m jn SMSA il,accoiUing 
to certain aitena, Ihey wg^essentialiy metropolitan m 
chaiactei and weie socially and economicali^integiated with 
the central county. In New England, ^i^MSA s coniisi of 
towns and cities, rather than counties . ^ 

Geo^riphic regions T^)e major regions of the United States 
for which data ar^ presented represent groups of States as 
follows 

Northeast , Connecticut- M^ime, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshfte, New Jersey, N»*w totk, P#*T>ni/lv<jni<j Rhode 
Island^ Vermont 
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North Central lilinojs, indidn<j, Iowa. Kdnsai, Mtchjg<jn, 
, M^nnesotdi Missoui^, Nebraska, Noith DdkuU« Ohio, South 
Dakota* Wisconsin ' . * 

South Alabama, Arkansas, Oel<jw<jie, Ojjtnct of Colunn 
bw Florida, Georgia, kentucky. Louisiana, ^%ryi^nd, Missis 
Sippi. North Caroitna. Oklahonna, South Carbima, Tennessee, 
Texai VirQinia. West Virgmia 

'^est Alaska, Ar^ZQna, California, Colorado, Hawaii, 
Idaho Montana, Nevada, New Mexico. Oregon, Utah, Wdsh 
m^ton. \.Vvoming y 

North ar}d i/vest Northeajj,. North Centra^ and West 
regions combined 

Age .The age classification is t)ased on fhe age of the ^>erson 
■»t last birthday » 

Rac< The population is divided into'thr^e groups on the 
basis of r<jce White, Black, and "other races The last 
cajegofy includes intJiaos Japartese. Chinese, and any other 
rac^ except Whwa and SUck 

Perions of Spanish origin Persons of Spanish ^Jfigin m this 
fpi}Oft ,vpri^ deternnined on the bastS of a <^Lieyion that askecJ 
fo^ iJontification of the person > orrgrn or descent 
Rfsponcierits were asK^d to select their ongin (or the origin 
of some other household memL>er) frofp o "flash card" listing 
eth. ic or '^fhs Persons of S,)anish origin m particular, were 
those indicated that the*r Ongm was Mexican, Puerio 
R^cdn Cuban, C^f^i^al or South American, or some oiher 
Spanish origin It should be noted that persons of Srpnish 
Origin can bf of any race I 

Family The te^m "f<im<ty/' ^s used here, refers to S^oup of 
two or nnore persons related by btrth, marriage, or adoption 
and rostdmg together". aH such persorfs are considered as 
nr>embe's of one ^aiD^iiv "A lodger and his/her spouse who are 
not related to th^ person or persons who maintain the 
houstj^o^dH or 'a resident employee and his/her spouse livmg 
m, are considered as a separate family Thi^, a household 
may contain more than one family However, if the son of 
the Person or coup'e who maintains tfee h<?usehold and ihe 
son Wife are members of the household, they are treat«J as 
p<jrt of the parent's family A person maintainmg a house 
hoid,a|onj, or w/h unrelated Persons only* js regarded as a 
housentfd bui not as a family T>tus, some households do not 
I tonfam a family * ~ * ' 

* 

Marital status Th*.' mdtital status classification identifies fou( 
nn *) categories Stngle ^nevrr married), married, widowed, 
and .divorced Thf^se tetms refer to the marital status at the 
t*mo of the enumer^tjbn 

The c<ite9ory mameci is ihvided mto ' mairied, Sf>ouse 
pfes*»ot, and married, spouse absent A person was 
classified as "married, spouse present" *f the husband or wife 
was j*^poited as d member of the household, even though he 
01 le may have been temixjrai liy absent on business or on 
^vactftion, ViSitfng, m a h<;>spit<jl, etc, at the time of the 
en*imer^t»on Persons ret1ortf*d as mariie<Ji spouse absent 
^nOudo thw With legal separations, those Ijvjng aparr wjth 
intentions of obtamirx) <j divoice, and othei persons peima 



. nently or temporarily sePaiated because oi mantat diiLuid 
The category aiso includes married peisons Twing apait 
because enher the husband or wife was employed and living 
at a consideidble distance fi^ip home, was iei vTrig awdy fjym 
home in the Aimed Foices, had muved to anutheT atea, oi 
had a different plarf& of residence for any other r&asun 

Children ever born The term "chiidten ever born" ref*,rs to 
the total number of live biithb lepofted by wom^sn Included 
in the number are children born to the woman before her 
pi;esent marnage, children no longer iiVing, and childien away 
from home, as well as chtldren who were still hving in the 
home * 

Bjrths to date- In the data on b^rth expectaifons m tab!e C, 
the number t>f "birihs to date'' has the same meaning <js the 
' number of children ever born 

Future birthi expected. In the datd on btith expectations m 
table C. the number of "future births expected" refers to any 
births a woman expects jh addlnon lo t^e children the has 
already borne, if any ^ 

Lifetime birihs expect^/^f in the data on birth expectations m 
table C, the number of "Tifetiinejbirths^ixptjcted reiprsto tbe 
sum of births to date and future births expected The sum 
represents the total number of births a v/uman expects 
during her lifetime 

Labor force ^and employment status T,hf; def tnitions of labor 
force and ernptoyment status in this report relate to the 
population 14 years old and over 

Lobor force Persons are c'assified dt m the labor force if 
they were employed as civilians, unemployed, or in the 
Armed Forces during the survey week The "civilian labor 
force" ts comprised of all cwilians classified as employed or 
unerrolpyed- 

Employed Employed persons comprise f1) all Civihaos 
who, during the specified wee^, did any work at all as paid 
employee^ or in their own business or profession, or on their 
own farm, or who worked 15 hour*s or more as unpaid 
worker^ on a farm or in a business operated by a member /)f 
the family, and (2) 3ll those who werf not wdrkin^^ but v^/ho 
had jobs or busmesses from which they were temporarily 
absent because of illness, bad weather, vacation, or labor 
rpanagement dispute, or because they Wffe taking time off 
for personal leasons, whether or not Ihey wete ija^l then 
employers for time off, and whether or not tl^f-y w<.re 
seeking Qtber jobs Excluded from the empiuycd g^uu^j air 
persons whose <)niy activity consisted of work around the 
house tsuch as own home housewotk, painting gi lepdiunij 
own home, etc I or volunteer work for r^'ligious, chanlable, 
and Similar organisations 

Urjemployed Unemployed persons dit^ thust c^viliau:, 
who, during the sujvey week, had employ mt'ut l>ul wf;re 
available for woik and (I) had «nqagpd m any Si>tilic 
job-seekmg activity within the ijast 4 vvf.^eks such as u-^q*s 
teJing tit a public or pnvattj employment uHitt, meutiuy with 
prospective emjJoy is, checking with fnendi ui itlalivOi, . 
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placing or answering advertisements writing letters of a^li 
cation, or bemg on a uniQn or professional register (2) were , 
waJUng to be called back to a iob from which they had bepii 
laid off, or (3J were wafting to report to a new wagt or sdlary 
|ob within^O days 

/Vof tn the fabor force All civilians 14 ^rs old ond over 
who are not cfassified as employed of unemployed are 
defined as "not m the labqr force^^his group who are 
neither empfoyed nor seeking worly^ncludes f)ej sons engagecj 
only in own home housework, dtt^dmg school, or unablt to 
work because of iong-^(?fTh physita^p' merital illness persons 
who are retired or too old to woV, Seasonal workers for 
whom the survey week fell m arr^ off 'season <ind the 
voluntarily idte Persons domg unly unpaid family work (less 
than 1 5 hours during the week surveyed) dre diso cidSSificd as 
not m the labor force 

Agriculture The industry category "dgrjcylture*' is somewhat 
more inclusive than the total of^the two major occupation 
groups, "farmers and farm managers" and "farm laborers and 
supervisors " It also includes (1) persons employed on farms 
in occupations such as truck driver, mechanic, arxi book 
keeper, and (2^ persons engaged in certain activities other 
than stfictly farm operation such as cotton ginning, contract 
farm services, veterinary and breeding services, hatcheries, 
, experimental stations, greenhouses, landscape gardening, tree 
'service, trapping, hunting preserves and kennels 

Nonagriculturaf industries This category includes all indus^ 
tries not specifically classed under agriculture The industry 
groups shown were based on the classification system used in 
the 19jf0 Census of Population 

Multiple jobs Persons with two or more jObS during the 
survey week were classified^ as employed in the industry in 
which ihey worked the greatest number of hours during the 
week Consequently, some of the persons shown in this 
report as engaged m nonaqnculturaJ activities also en^ged in 
agriculture and vice versa 

Class of Worker 

Self eriiployed workers Persons who worked for profit or 
fees in their own business, prof^ssiOff, or trade, or who 
operated a farm either as an own<»r or tenant 

Wag« ar>d salary workers Persons who worked for any" 
goverr\mental unit or private employer for wages salary, 
commission, tips, pay "in kjnd," or at piece rates 

Unpaid family workers. Persons who worked 15 or more 
hours per week without pay on a ^rm or in a business 
operated by a person to whom they are related by. blood or 
marriage 

Money income Data on income collected in tho CPS are 
limited to money income received l)efore payments foi 
personal income taxes and deductions for Social Security 
union dues, Medicare premiums, etc Money income is the 
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sum of the amounts received from earnings (including losses 
which occuned among the self employed from their own 
farm or nonfarm opetdlions) Social Security and public 
assistance payments. Supplemental Security mcome, dIVi 
dends, interest, and rent imcludmg losses), unemployment 
and workmen's, compensation, governnr^ent and private»em 
ployee f>enSJOns, and other periodic income Therefore, 
money income does not reflect the fact that many families 
receive part of their incorhe in the form^of nonmor^ey 
transfers such as food stamps, health benefits, and subsidized 
housinc^, that many farm families receive nonmoney income 
in the form of rent free housing and goods produced and 
\c2I?|umed the farr^y, or that nonmoney incomes are also 
leceived t/v some nonfarrn residents, such as the use of 
business transportation and facilities, tulkor pjrtial payments 
by business for retirement programs medical and educational 
expenses, etc These elements shouid be considered when 
comparing incpme levels 

Receipts Uom the following sources are not included as 
m^me (1) Morxjy received from the sate of property, such 
as stocks, bonds, a house, or a car (unless the person was 
engaged in the business of sellmg such property, in which 
case the net proceeds would be counted as mcome from 
self employment), <2) • withdrawals of bank deposits (3) 
money borrowed, (4) tax refunds, (5) gifts, and (6) lump 
sum inhenidnces or insurance payments 

Family mcome The total mcome of a family js the algebraic 
sum of the amounts received by all fncome recipients in the 
family 

In the income distribution for families, the lowest income 
group (less than S2,5001 includes those families who were 
classified as having no income in the incon>e year and those 
reporting a 'loss in net inconru? from farm and nonlarm 
self employment or m rental income Many of these were 
living on income kind," savings, or gifts, or were newly 
constituted families, #t families in -whjch the sole bread 
winner had recently died or had left the household However, 
many of the families who reported no mcome probably had 
some money income which was not recorded in the survey 

It should be noted ,that although the income statistics 
refer to receipts durmg the preceding year, the composition 
of families refers to the time of the survey The income of 
the family does not include amounts received by persons 
who were members of the family during all or part of the * 
if>come year if these persons no longer resided with the 
family at the time of enumeration On the other hand, family 
income includes amounts reported by related persons who 
did not reside with the family during the income year but 
who wpre members of the family at the time of enur^jeration 

Poverty (low income) classification Families are classified as 
. being above or below the poverty level using the poverty 
index adopted by a Federal Inter agency Committee in 1969 
This index is baff^tfon the Department of Agriculture's 19&'l 
Economy Food Plan and reflects the different consumption 
requirements of families based on iheir si/e and composition, 
sex and age, of the family head, and farm nonfarm residence 
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it Wd5» Jt lui mint-ci^t'^nn thv^ DtiJ^rtmtirit uf Agi icultui e's 
l955 >i<tvf,¥ t^iJ^ji v,uiki>ymptiun (hat f<milies of three or 
mm I- pti >un^ i^jfefid dppl-uximdtely uneTmrd of tht?ii incomt* 
on food poverty Ifvel for these famities w<is, therefore, 
$et dt thr**e hmes the cost of ih*^ economy food plan For 
smaller fatnilies and persons living afone-, the cost of the 
nconomy food plan was multiplied by factors that ''were 
slightly higher m order to compensate for the relatively larger 
fixtd tjxpenses oi these smajler households The poverty 
thresholds <iUi updated every year to retiect changes m the 
Consumef Puui lndf»x ICPU The poverty threshold tor a 
tarm fdm^fy of tour was Sl*329 in 19^9, about 11 percent 
higppf thdn the cumi;<>fdbVj378 cutoff of S5,681 Corre 
SMunUifKj j*tjvt"ay thr^snoias:' for d nonfarm [<imily o* foui 
Wfcu 57 412 Ml 1^79 dnd $6,662 tn 1978 F©/fuither details. 
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Median The median is the ^/alise which divides a distiibution 
into two equal parts, one half of the c<Jses falling be^ow this ^ 
val^e and one half of the cases exce^Xiing thjs vajue 

Symbols A dash represents zero''or a number ^hich 
rounds to zero The symbol "6" meatus tharthe base for the 
derived figure is less than 75.000. an "X" means not ap/ 
phcable, and "NA" means not available 

Rounding. The individual f|Bures m this r^poit are lounde'd 
to the nearest thousand With few exceptions, the individual 
figoies have not been adjusted to g^oup totals, .which ase 
Afidependentiy rounded Percentages die rounded to the 
nearest terHh of a percectL therefore, the percentages in <i 
drstnbution do not always add to exactly 100 0 percent 
The totals, however, are always shown as 100 0 Percentages, 
are based on the rounded absolute numbers y 
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^ . . Appendix B. Source and ^Reliability of the Estimates 

SOURCE OF DAT 



Estimates in tht$ report are primarily derwed from data 
obtained from the Current Population Syrvey (CPS) of the 
Bureau of the Census with some data from the 1990 June 
5 Enumerattve Survey (^'the US Department of Agriculture, 
Most of the C.PS estimates are April-centered fjve-quarter 
3vera^ Data on income, fertility, and marital status of 
farm ^rtd nonfarm families, however, are monthly estimates 
obtained ,from supplemeritary questiOnyto CPS 

Current populttion uirvey ^(CPSI, Jb^ monttily CPS deals 
mainiy with labor f^rce data for the civilian nonmstitutjonal 
population Questions relating to tabor force participation 
are a$ked. about each niember 14 years old and older in each 
sample household fn addition, supplementary questions 
regarding income, marital status, and family c'Tt^tfC^etStics 

Description of the Current Population Survey 



are asked each March and fertility each June Estimates 
developed from the supplementary questrOni^ked in March 
include persons m the^rmed Forces living off post or with 
their families on post 

The present CPS sample yvas initially selected from the 
1970 census files and ts continuously updated to reflect new 
construction where poss^ble.^ (See section, "Nonsamqlipg 
variability ") The monthly CPS sample is spread over 629 
areai ^ith cove^age^m each of the 50 States and the District 
of^Columbia The CPS sample areas are comprised of 1,133 
c(^nties, independ^Ht^cities, and minor civil divisions in 
tha Nation " ' ^ 

Samples for previous designs were selected from ,t*les 
from the most recently Q«^mpleted census The following 
table provides>a description of some aspects. of j(ie CPS 
sample destgns in use durmg the referenced data collection 
periods 



Tlae period 

♦ ' 7^ 




^ Niuabor of si^le 


Housing units eligible 


Interviewed 


• 


^ Not 
Interviewed 




• 


% 












629 


65,000 




3,000 


October 1977 to Doccfeber 1979. 




6U 


53,500 




2,500 


August 1972 to September 1977. 




- 461 


45,000 




2,000 






' 449 


45,000 




2,000 






449 


48,000 




2,000 



^Thoac suaplo aireas wcire chosen to provide coverage in each State and the IHstrict of Colombia. 



The estVnation procedure usM in this survey mvblves 
the^BfiTlAtmn of wei^ted^&arriple results to jn^lrfpendent 
estimates of^he total civilian noninstitutipnal popOl^lOn of * 
the United Sttfles by age. race, and sex These mdep^ent 
' esttmates are based on statistics from decennial census^. ^ 
ststistics on births, deaths, immigration, ar>d emigration, and 
statistics on the strength of the Armed Forces The estlrria 
tipn procedure for the data from the March supplement 
involved a further adjustment so that husband an(f wifeof 
« hdtlsehold received the same weujlu.,*.^^ ^ ' , * 

J«nt*#ftumtratiyi ' lurvty (JES) Jhe JES is concfucie^ s 
annually With a probability ?rea sample of the 48 conter 
mlnous States, consisting of approximately 17.000 area 



segments information was obtained fLom about 25,000 
farm households associated with thes^ satnple units 

RELIA^LITY OF f«E ESTIMATES 
■ 

^ gmce tlie estimates m this report are based on a sample, 
they may di/fer sor^ewhat from the figures that would have 
been obtained if a completTtensus had been taken using the 
^lame Questionnaires, instructions, and enumerators There 
^ V% tyP« of errors possible m an estimate based on a 
sample sufvey-samplir^ and non$amplir>g The standard 
errors provided for this report primarily indicate the mag 
mtude of the sampling error. They also partlaiiy measure 
the effect of some nonsamplir^g errors m response and 
enumerition. but do not measure- any systematic biases m 
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22 . . 

Ihc data The fuii extent oi nonsampimg error unknown 
Consequently, particular care should be exercised in the 
mter^retation ot figures based on a relatively small number 
of cases or on small differences between estimates 

Nonsampting tfarllbility Nonsampimg errors can be attri 
buted to many sources, e g, inabUity. to obtam information 
about all cases in .the sample, definitional difficulties.^dif 
f^rences in the interpretation of questions, inability or ^ 
- unwillingness to provide correct information on the part 
ofresporulents, inability to recdii mtornrtdtion, enors mdde in 
colleLtion suchas in lecording or coding the data, err orv made 
in processing the data, errors made jn estimating values for 
missing data, and failure to represent all units with thei|^ 
sample (uodercoverage) 

Undercoverege in the CPS resuits from missed housing 
units and, missed persons within sample households Overall 
under coverage, as compared to the tevel of the decennial 
census, IS about 5 percent It is known that CPS under 
coverage vanes with age. sex. and race Generally, under 
coverage is larger for males than for females, and larger for 
Blacks and other races than for Whites Ratio estimatiori 
to independent age sex race population controls, as 'described 
previously, partially corrects^for the bias due X£> survey 
i)hdercoverage However, biases exist in the esticnates to the 
extent that missed persons in jnissed households or missed 
persons in interviewed l>ouseholds have different character 
istics than interviewed persons in the same ^^e sex race 
> group Fyrthcr. the Tndcpendent population controls used 
have not beeri' adjusted for undercoverage in th^ 1970 bensus. * 
which was estimated at 2 5 percent of the population with 
undercoverage differentials by age. sex. arfd race similaf to 
those observed m CPS 

A coverage improvementjg|ampie vvas included in com 
ptitmg thc estimates begmni^rin October 1978 Tn or<Jer to 
provide coverage of mobile homes and new. construction 
housing units that previously had no chance for selection 
in the CPS sample This ^mpie is composed of approximately 
450 sample household units which represent 237.-000 ocCk> 
pied mobile homes and 60O.(J0O new construction ur^its 
These new construction units are composed of those units 
where building^ p^j^ts were issued prior to January 1970. 
and construction was not completed by the time of the 
1970 Census (re . April 1970) The extent of other sources 
df undercoverage of housing units is unknown but believed 
to be srnall The inclusion of this coverage improvement 
sampte m the CPS does not have a significant effect on 
-the estima:ps 



Sampling variabilitv The sta<^ard errors given in the fol 
fowing tables are primarily measbres of sampling variabilr.ty. 
that IS, of the variations that occurred by chance because a 
sample rathei than the whole of the population was surveyed 
The sample estimate and its estimated standard error enables 
one i^j C9nstfk>ct confidence inter vais-i a r>ges that include (he 
^crage result of «U possible samples with a known prob- 
ability ^01 example, if all possible samples were selected, 
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each of the^fc surve/td onJer identicdl ^.ondittons usingtFTe^ 
vdme sdmPlfc destgn, and an evtimdte diid its estimated stand 
aid en or wer t calculated from each sample, then 

1 Approximately 68 percent of the intervals from one^ 
standard en or below the estimate to one standard error 
above the estin^ate wogld include the aveiage lesult of 
all possible sampj^|^|^ ji^ 

2 Approximately 90 peiceiit of the internals from 1 6 
standard enors below the estimate to f 6 standard errors 
above the estimate would include the ^erage Result of 
all possible samples ^ 

3 Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two 
standard errors below the Istimate to two standard errors^ 
above the estimate would include the average result of 
all possible samples 

The average result of all possible samples may or may not 
^ contained in 3ny particular computed interval However, 
for a particular sample, one can say with specified confidence 
that the average estimate derived from all possible samples is 
included within the constructed interval 

All the statements of comparison appearing m the text arc 
Significant at a 1 6 standard error level or better, and most 
are significant at a level of more than 2 0 standard errors 
This means that for most differences cited in the text, the 
estimated difference is greater than twice the standard \^ 
error of the difference Statements of comparison qualified 
iQ some way (eg. by use of the phrase, ''some evidence"} 
have a level of significance between 1 6 and 2 0 standard 
errors ^ 

Matropolitan-nonmetropolitan area estimates Caution should 
be exercised m compaung metropolitan and nonmetropohtan 
area estirnates from 1977 and later years to e^ch other and to 
tho^ from earlier years. Methodological and sample design 
changes have occurred m these tecent years lesulting in 
relatively laige differences in the metiopolitan and non 
metropolitan area estimates 

Note when using small estimates* Surnmary measures (such 
as medians and percent distributions) are shown in the 
report only when the base is 75,000 or greater Because of 
the large standard errors iniiotved. there is little chance that 
summary m&asures would reveal useful information 
when computed* on a smaller base Estimated numbers are 
shown, however, even though the relative standard errors of 
these numbers are larger than those for corresponding per 
centages These smaller estimates are provided primarily to 
permit such combinations of the categories which serve 
each data user's needs* ^ 

STANDARD ERROR TABLES AND THEIR USE 

r ^ 
In ordei todeiive standaid eiioi^ that would be applicable 

to a iajge nupber of estimates and coul9 be prepared at a 

model ate j^l. a numbei of appioximations weie lequiied • 



Therefore. ir)S(ed<i of Providing an individual standard error 
for each estimate, ^neralized sets of stanc(ard errors are 
pfovfded for various types of character»stics As a result, the 
^sets of standard errors provided give an indication of the 
order of magnitude of the standard error of an estimate 
rather than the precis^ standard error' 

The figures presented lo table? 8 1, B 2, 8-3, and B4 
provide approximations to the standard errors of various 
estimates fof families and for persons To obtain standard 
errors for specific characteristics, factors from table B 5 
must be applied to the standard errors given in tables B f 
through 84 in order to adjust for the combined effect of 
sdmpie design and the estimation pEOceduie on the value o\ 
the characteristics The figures shown in table 8 6 provide 
Standard ^errors for number of children ever born and number 
of expected Ijfettme births per 1,000 women Standard errors 
for intermediate values not shown in the tables 'may be 
approximated by interpolation 

Tal?(e B-L Standard Errors of Estimated Numt)ers 
of Persons or Families in the Farm 
\ ^Population 

(68 chanci^s out of 100. Numbers In thousands) 



Size of «9tlciate 


Standard error 


25 ... 


• ^ 8 




H 


100. 


16 


250. 


2^ 


500 ...... 


35 


1,000 ... 


49 


2p500 


78 


5pO00 , 


109 




152 


15pOOO ... 


18A 



Nojo: a particular cKaracterlstlc, see 

table B-5 for the appropriate factor to apply to 
the abovo standard errors for standard errors 
for regional data (N'orth ^nd Wcat, South) ^ 
multiply the standard errors obtained above by 
l.A 

Two parameters (denoted a and b ) are used to cal 
culate standard errors tor each type of characteristic, they 
are f>re$ented*<n t^*e B5 These parameters were used to 
calculate the standard errors m table$ Bl, 8 2, B3 and 
, 6 4 and to calculate the factors m table B 5 They also may 
be used to calculate the standard errors for estimated num 
bers and estimated percentages directiy Methods for direct 
computation are gtven ir> the following sections 

Standard errors of estimtted numbers The approximate stan 
dard ecror^ 0^^. of an estimated number shown in th»s report 
can be obtained in two ways It may be obtained by use of 
the formula ♦ • 



0^ *.fa 
^ t 



(1) 



where f i% the appropriate factor from table B 5 and oji 
y^jJ^^ iX9n69r6 crroi on the extimitrobtamed by intetpolatton 

hKJC 
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from lable B 1 or B-2 Aiternatwely, standard errors may be 
approximated^ "6y~formula (2) below, from which the stan 
dard errors C^ere calculated m tables B 1 and B 2 Use of this 
formula will provide jnore Accurate results than the use of 
formula (1) above 



4 



ax^ +bx 
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Here x is the size of the estimate and a and b are the para 
meters m table B 5 ^sociated with the particular type of 
characteriHic. 

-Table Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers 
of Persons or Families in the Total or' 
Nonfarm Population 

(68 chances out of 100 Kuabers in thousands) 



Size of cstlnate 



25 

50. ..... 

100...... 

250...... 

500...... 

1,000.... 

^00...- 
5,000..,. 
10,000. . 
15,000... 
25,000. - 
50,000... 
100,000.. 
150,000* 



Standard error 



^i(S. 

16 
23 
33 
52 
73 
102 
123 
ISS 
20A 
241 
223 



*To derive thgjfsta.*/ d errors for an esti- 
mate greater thaxx 1^0^000,000 use forsiula (2). 



Note: yor a particular characteristic, set 
tabic B"5 for tM|api9roprlate factor to apply to 
the above stand^pferrors. For standard errors 
for regional dqtl" (Korth and Kest, South), 
multiply the standard errors obtained above by 
1.4. 



Standard errors of estimated percentages^ The reltability of 
an estimated percentage, computed by usmg sampie data for 
both numerator and denominator, depends on both the size 
of the percentage and the size of the total upon which this 
percentage is based 'Estimated percentages are relatively 
more reliable- than the corresponding estimates of the nu 
merators of the percentages, paaicularl^ if the percentages 
are 50 percent or more When the numerator and denomi 
nator of the percentage are in different categories, use the 
factor or parameters indicateci by the numerator Theapprox 
imate standard error, o^^ pj, of an estimated percentage 
can be obtained by use of the formula 



(3) 



In this formula f is the appropriate factor from table 6 5 jnd 
0 a the standaid eiror on the estimate from tabie B 3 or B 4 
Alternatively, the standaid eiioi may be appiox^mated by 
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foimuid [Ai Ut.*^wv l<om wh^ch the itandaid eirors in tables 
r^'f o^b 4 rtttt i-dicvjidted. direct compulation will give 
moie dtcuidie lesulu than use -of the st?jndard error tables 
and thp factors 



1 P (100 p) 

X 



(4) 



Her« X *> XhH siZe o'f t»^e subclass of Pef5ons or families which 
IS Ttifc b<isfc ji th^^ pHfcer^tjge, p is the percentage (0 <^p < 100), 
and b I > the parameteffn table 8 Sassoc^ated With the particular 
type of chdractef-stV ,n tbe numerator of the percentage 

iilustratiun of the useQ>f tables of standard errors. TaBSl^ of 

the repoft sh<-^ws that 1 642 000 farm residents 14 years old 



and over were employed m agriculture Jable B 5 show^ that 
for Total Farm Population' Agriculture Employmen^, the 
appropriate factor is 1 0, this factor is to be used with the 
standard error obtained from table B 1 Interpolation in table 
B 1 shows the standard error on an estin^ate of this stze to be 
approximately 61,000 Applying the factor and using for 
mula (1) would also yield a standard error x>l 61,000 The 
chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimate wodld have been 
a figure differing from the average of all possible samptes by 
less than 61,000 The chances are 95 out of 100 that the 
estimate would have been a figure differing from the average 
of all possible samples by less than 122,000 (twice the 
standard} error) As an alternative, using formula (2) and the 
parameters a — 0 0OOQ14 <jnd b = 2455 fjom idUle B 5 give^ 
an estimate of the standard error to be 63,000 



Table B 3 Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons or Families in the Farm Population 



Bisc of p*rc<rtak;cb 


•Estimated percentages' 


f thousands ) 




I or 99 


2 ot 98 


5 or 95 












10 or 90 


25 or 75 


50 
















r 


25 




3 I 




6.8 


9 4 


13 6 


15 7 


30 


i 


2 2 


3 I 


^ 8 


6.6 


9 6 


11. 1 


100. 




I 6 


2 2 


3 U 


^ 


6 8 


7 8 


250 




1 0 


I ^ 


2.2 


3 0 


4 3 


5 0 


500 




0 7 


I 0 


1 5 


2.1 


3.0 


3 5 


i,'ooo 






0.7 


1 I 


I 5 


2 1 


2 5 


2,500 




0 3 


0 ^ 


0.7 


. 0 9 


I U 


I 6 


5,000 


0.2 


0,3 


0.5 


.0.7 


l.O 


l.l 


10,000 




0.2 


0.2 


0.3 


0,5 


0 7 


0.8 


15,000^ 




0 13 


0.2 


0.3 


0.^ 


0.6 


0.6 



Kotc. Fur a particular characteristic, se« table B-5 for the appropriate factor to apply to the 
above itandani error-, Fpr standard errors for regional data (North and *kest, Souths, multiply the 
standard' errors obtained tibove Jby 1.^. 



Table B4 



Standard Errors of 
Population 



Estimated Percentages of Persons or Families in the Total or Nonlarm 



Base of percentages 
(thousfands) 
« 



Estimated percentages 



1 or 99 



98 



5 or 95 



10 or 90 25 or 75 




25 . « . . . 
50. ... 
100..... 
250..... 
500^.«.. 
1,000. 
2,500 . 
5,000.... 
J0,000..- 
15,000. . 
25,000... 
50,000... 
100,000. 
150,000.. 
200,000. 
216,000., 



2.1 
1.5 

^05 
• 0.3 
0.2 
'0.15 
.O.H) 
0 08 
0.07 
0.05 
0.03 
. 0.03 
9 02 
0 02 



2.9 

2.1 

1.5 

0.9 

0.7 

0 5 

0.3 

0.2 

0.15 

0 12 

© 09 

0.07 

0.05 

0.04 

0.03 

0.03 



4. 
3. 
2. 
1. 
1. 
0. 
0. 
0. 



.5 
.2 
.3 
.4 
.0 
.7 
.5 
.3 
0.2 
0.19 
O.K 
0 10 
0.07 
0.06 
0.05 
0.05 



0.07 
0.07 



Vote: For a particular characteristic, see table B-5 for the appropriate factor to apply to the 
obove standard errors For standard ofVors for cigional data (Northland west, south^ multiply tho 
s^* :andard errors obtained abovo by 1 4/ 



Table B 5. Parameters and Factors to be Used to Obtain Standard Errors for Each Type of Charactenstic 



Typo of characteristic 


Paraaoters 


* • 
factors 


^andard 
error tables 


a 


b 


PIV^--QIIART£R AVERAGES 


* 






• 
















Race, age, sex, and ccsploynont subacts: 




■ 








'Total fara populatlotip agrlcuitural ccployiDOnt* 












6]^ nonaerlcultural etsployaont : 












All races - . . . ... 


-0 OOOOIA 


2A55 


I'O 




&-3 


Soanlsh t^riZln * ^ . 


-0 000016 


3087 




&-1, 


&-3' 














Total ftr Whl fcf^ 


-0 000006 


105A 


O 7 


&-1, 


&-3 


Bl&ck 


-O-O00053 


1211 






&-3 


* Spanish origin p i p 


-0 0000O3 


997 


0 6 














■ 




RacOp ago 1 and sox su'bsets * 










s 


Total or White . * . - . » . 


0 0 


0 


0 0 


&-2, 


&-4 




0 0 


0 


0 0 


&-2, 


B-4 


Spanish origin 


-0.000022 


3864 


1 9 


&-2» 


B-4 


CaployiM^nt subsets:^ 












Agricultural esployracnt * 












All races*. * - - r,^ ^ 


~0 000017 


205 0 


1 4 






Spanish origin . . . . » . i # 


"0.000018 


2i§6^ 


1.5 


B-2, 


&-4 


T^onagrl cultural eDplo>Tscnt • 














-0 000008 


1081 


1.0 


B-2, 


B-4 




-0 000013 


935 


0.9 


&-2, 


B74 


Fenale . . p . * * * . . * . r . 


-0 000010 


801 


0 9 


&-2, 


&>4 p 


Black . .... P . * 


-0 O<>0069 


1081 


p 1 •O 


. &-2, 


&-4 


Hale. .... . - . * . * * . ..... 


-0-000115 


935 


0 9 


^^&-2, 


&-4 


Feiaale. » 


-0- 000079 


801 


0.9 


&-2, 


&:4 


Spanish origin. .... ^...^ ^ 


-0-000009 


1356 


1.1 


&-2, 


&-4 








✓ 






Both sexes, nalc or fenale 


-0,000004 


552 


0 7 


&-2, 


&-4 


Regional or Dot ropolltan-nonaotropolltan 












rosldonco: 






• 






Para: / 












Total or Vhlt© . * ^ . 


-0,000017 


5036 


1 -4 


&-1, 


&-3 


Black .... 


"0.000262 


8765 




&-1, 


&-3 


T'fttAl AT rkonf Am" 














-0 00001 0 


2212 


1 4 


^2, 


&-4 




"0 0001 60 

*• 


3849 


. -1 9 


&-2, 


&-4 




























-0-000011 


3167 


1-1 




&-31 


Total nonf am population ' 


-0 000008 


1721 


1.3 




&-4 / 


Marital status: 






\ 






Fara: 












-0. 000011 


2556 


1-0 




&-3 




-0.000097 


2309 


KO 




&-3 


Total or nonfara: 














-O.OOOOlO 


1389 


1.1 




&-4 . 




-0 000087 


1255 


1.1 


&-2, 


&-4 



Noto. Jtor regional (North and West, South) data cross-tat^ulatcd irLth othoc data, apply a factor of 
2*0 to tho paraM>tor« for tho characteristic of interest. 



Table' F also shows that of the 334,000 female farm 
residents employed in a9ricuftur€, 52,000 or 15.6 peicent 
were wage and salary worker 

Table B 5 shows the parameter for this characte*ristic 
to be 2455. uung formula (4), the standard error, Ot 
on an estimate of 15 6 percent is 



2,455 
334,000 



(15 6) (100 0 15 6) ^ 3 1 percent^ 



Consequently, ttie chances are 68 out of TOO that the est* 
mated percent wo^ld be wtthm 3 1 percentage points of the 
average of all possible samples Chances are 95 out of lOO' 
that the estimate would be withm 6 2 percentage points of 
t^>e average of all possible samples, i e , the 95 percent 
conftdence interval would be from 9 4 to 218 percent 

StaryJard er^or of a difference Foi adiffeience between two 
sample estimates, the standard errof js approximately equal 
to 



(51 



where are the standard errors of the estimates 

X and y, respectively / the estimates ^an be* of numbers, 
percents, ratios, etc This V'lH represent the actual standard 
error quite accurately foe the difference between. two esti- 
mates of the same characteristic in two different areas, or 
for the difference between two separate and uncorrelated 
charactenstiCs m the same area If, however, there rt ^ 
htgh positive [negative) correlation between the two charac 
teristics. the formula will overestimate [upderestimate) the 
true standard'error 



sampies of the sdme size and design lies within a range com- 
pAjted in this way would be correct for roughly 68 percent of 
\ all possible samples The 95 percent confidence mterval i% 
5 6 to 26 0 percent. Since this interval does not contain 
zero, we can conclude With ^95 percent confidence that, the 
perceru of female farm residents ^employed m agriculture 
that were self employed was greater than>the percent that 
were wage and salary workers 

StarxJird error of a meman* The sampUog variability of an 

estimated /nedian da penal upon the form of the distribution 

as well as\the sfze of its pase^An approximate method for 

'measuring The reliability of a median fj to determine an 

interval about the estimated median, such tha; there is a 

stated" degree of confidence that the average median derived 

from e1l possible samples lies within the interval The follow* 

• ing piocedure may be used to estimate the 68 percent con*^ 

fidence limits of a median based on sample data 

i * 

(1) Determine, using th^ standards error tables and factors or 

formula (4), the standard error of the estimate of 50 

percent from the distribution 

- [2; Add to and subtract fr6m 50 percent the standard error 
determined in step 1 ' 

(3) Using the distribution of the characteristic, calculate the 
^ 68 percent confidence interval by calculating the values 
corresponding to the two points established in step 2. 

A 95 percent confidence mterval may be determined by cai 
Silating the values corresponding to SO percent plus and 
minus iwice the^tandard error determined in step 1 



flluttration of the computation of the sundard trfor of a 
difference b*j.^een ^rti mated percentages. Table F of this 
report shows that of the female farm o^sidents employed m 
agriculture, 31 4 percent were self empioyed As mentioned 
above, the percentage of female farm residents employee 
in ^rtCuiture who were wage and salary workers was 15.6 
percent Thws^ the apparent difference between female wage 
and Salary workers and self 'employed workers is T5 8 percent* 
Usmg table 8 5 and formula (4), •the standard error, C(y 

on an estimate of :}1 4 percent with Tl>ase of 334,000 is 
approximately 4 0 Using formula (5). the standard error 
of the "^timated difference of 15 8 percent is about ^ 



yJ(3A)^ + (4.0)^ -.5-1 

This means that the chances are 68 out of 100 that the 
estimated difference based on the sample estimates would 
vary from ^the difference derived frdm the average 6f all 
possible samP<es by less than 5,1 percent The 68 percent 
cor^ence interval about ihe 15,8 percent differeni!^ is from 
10.7 to 20 9 f^lrcent, i e„ 15 8 i 5.1, A (incfuiioAthat the 
•average estimate of 'the "difference derived from all possible 

-1^^ ^ * 



■ Ai in alttmatlve, tibltt B*3 and B-6 ctn be ust^ lo cofnpuTt an 
mtimated tttndard error of 3 1 * 1 0 * 3 1 p«fctni orjiht Htimait ot 
15 0 percent. 



Illustration of the computation of a confidtnct interval for 
a median. According to the current definition of a farm, 
table 11 of this report shows that the 1979 median mcome 
for nonf^rm families is S19.754, The size, or base, of the 
distributfon from which^ this median was determined is . 
56760.000 families 

(1) ^img formula (41, the'standard error of 50 percent on 
a base of 56.760,000 is about 0 3 percent , . 

(2) To, obtain a 95 percent confidence interval on an esti- 
matedjcpedian, add to and subtract from 50 percent 
twice 4h^ standard error found in step 1. This yields 
percent limits of 4^.4 and 50 6. 

(3) Since 35 7 percent of the families had income below 
515,000 and 15 0 percent had income between 515,000 
and S20|000, the dollar valu^of the lower limit may 
be found by linear interpolation to be 

' $15,000 + (S20,000 - $15,000) f^J^'^ - S19,567 • 

J 5imilariy, the dollar value of the upper, limit may be found 
by linear interpolation to be about 

$15,000 + (S20.000 - 515,000) (SO 6 - 35 7^ . S19 967 

150' ^ ' , 
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Table B-6, Standard Errors o( Estimated Fertilrty Ratios for ttje Total or Nonfarm Population 



( thousands) 



Children ever borji or expected per 1,000 wooen 



500 



^000 



1,500 2,000 




2,500 



3,000 



3,500 



ft, 000 



250.. 

500*. . 

750.. 

1,000.. 

2,000., 

5^000 

10,000 

15.000 

20,000, 

25,000. 



51 

36 
30 
26 
Id 
II 
9 
7 
6 
5 



93 
66 
54 
47 
33 
20 
15 
12 
II 
9 



129 
92 
74 
65 
45 
29 
20 
16 
15 
l'2 



164 
116 
95 
82 
' 58 
37 
26 
21 
19 
16 



198 
140 
114 
99 
70 
44 
31 
26 
23 
20 



234 
166 
135 
117 

83 
52 
38 
■ 29 
2/ 
24 



274 
194 
158 
137 
97 
61 
44 
35 
31 
. 28 



315 

2 

18 

158 

112 
70 
50 
41 
35 
32 



Note. To derive the standard errors for the farn population, saultiply the standard errors obtained 
above by l.I. 



The 95 percent confidence interval go the medon incofne of 
nonfarm famrlicj ii from $19,567 to S19.967 Therefore, a 
concision that the averaje Jtiedjan income, derived from all 
possible sannpfes, hes wahin 3 range computed in this way 
would ^ correct for roughly 95 l>ercent of all sampled 

StirxUrd erfor 9f trtim»t#d arithmetic mwn. The itandard 
errof^of an arithmetic mean can be^approximated by formula 
(6) b<row Because of the approximations used in developing 
formula (6). an estimate of the standard error of the mean 
obtained frortS that formula wjI* generally Underestimate the 
true standard error The formula used to esttmate>the stan - 
dard error of a mean is 



<6) 



where y it the size of the base andf b js the parameter from 
table 8 5 corresponding to the chaiacteristic of interest The 
var?ance. s' » ^s given by formula (7) ^ 



c 

1*1 



(7) 



where x is the mean of the distribution, c is the number 
of groups, indicates a specific group, thus taking on 
values 1 through- c. p, *s^the estimated proportion with 
the characteristH: in group 1, Z, ^ and Z, are the. lower 
and upper interval boundaries, l-espectiveiy, for group 1, 

and = ^ ^1 ^, which u assumed to be the most rep 
resentive value for the characteristic for persons or families 
in group 1 Group c is open-ended, i.e , no upper intefvai 
boundary ex«ts For this group, an approximate ayerage 
value IS ^ 
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